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The resolution was read, as follows: 
Resolved, That on and after the 10th of July instant, the 


House of Representatives will assemble for the transaction | 


of business at eleven o’clock, a. m. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. I ask the consent of the 
House to consider the resolution now, as the time 
for the final adjournment is near at hand. 

Mr. JONES, of New York. I object, as I 


think a better arrangement can be made than that | 


presented by the resolution of the gentleman from 
Alabama. ‘ ; 

Mr. PHILLIPS. I have no objection to 
making the time of meeting ten o’clock instead of 
eleven o'clock, if the gentleman would prefer it. 

Mr. JONES. I object to the resolution in the 
form in which it is now presented. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. Will the gentleman from 
New York suggest the amendment which he would 
prefer? ‘ 

Mr. JONES. 
the reasons for my objection to the resolution of 
the gentleman from Alabama. If we commence 
our sessions at eleven o’clock, I am satisfied that 


the physical strength of the members who com- | 


pose this House would not enable them, at this 
time of the year, to go through with a session of 
five or six hours with safety to themselves, nor 
do I think the exigencies of the case demand it. 
I think a better arrangement would be to meet at 
nine o’clock in the morning, take our dinner at 
two o’clock, and then come together in the even- 
ing at six or seven o’clock, and spend three or 
four hours more. Iam as able to endure a con- 
tinued session of six or eight hours as any other 
individual here; but | know I cannot do it with 


safety to myself, and therefore I shall give a vote || 


against it. 
CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC BILL. 


The House then proceeded to consider Mr. 
Orr's motion to reconsider the vote by which the 


civil and diplomatic appropriation bill was rejected 


yesterday. 

Mr. ORR. The action of the House yesterda 
in rejecting the civil and diplomatic bill, and which 
I have made a motion to reconsider, did not excite 
any great surprise in my mind. 

| Soppees there can be no question on the minds 
of the members of this House as to the reason for 
what would seem to be an extraordinary vote, 
namely, the rejection of the civil and diplomatic 
appropriation bill. I have no doubt in my own 
mind that that result was produced by incorpo- 
rating in that bill appropriations amounting in the 
whole to some five, or six, or seven hundred 
thousand dollars for certain custom-houses. | 


was opposed to these custom-house appropriations | 


myself, and nothing but the pressing necessity 
and urgency of passing the bill would have induced 
me to have supported it with these custom-house 
——— incorporated in it. 


do not propose now to enter into any general | 
debate. 1 think the time has come when we should | 


go to voting and stop speaking. The plan which 


{ have in view, after consultation with some | 


friends, for the purpose of relieving the House 


from the embarrassing condition in which it finds | 


itself, is this: | propose, if the motion to recon- 


sider the vote rejecting the: bill prevails, to move | 


then to reconsider the vote by which the bill was 
ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. If 
this latter motion prevails, then some gentleman 
on the floor, who voted in favor of incorporating 
the custom-house epretenipens into this bill, will 
be prevailed upon, I trust, to move to reconsider 
that vote. 

(Laughter, and a cry of ‘Are you sure of 
that?’’} 

I cannot give any especial guarantee to that 
effect. But [can say to the House that | have no 
doubt in my own mind, if the two motions which 
I have indicated prevail, that a motion will be 
made by some gentleman on the floor to recon- 
sider the vote by which the custom-house amend- 
— —_ a n the bill. 

r. ,(interrupting.) If the zentle- 
man from South Carolina Pil atiow me, | wail 
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'| inquire of him whether there is any certainty that 


any gentleman can get the floor who will move to 


reconsider the vote by which the custom-house | 


amendments were adopted ? 


Mr. ORR. Yes; that isa privileged question, to 


| be made,as the gentleman from Kentucky knows, 


at any time. 


Mr. CLINGMAN. I would inquire of the 


gentleman from South Carolina whether it would | 


not be more advisable, if this vote rejecting the 


'| bill be reconsidered, then to move—should such 


| motion be in order—to recommit the bill to the | 
There would | 


Committee of Ways and Means? 


| not be any, necessity, | take it, to go through the 
| course indicated by the gentleman from South 


Lam willing to stateto the House || 


£3 you stop the wheels of Government 


Carolina. If the Committee of Ways and Means 
take the bill back, | presume they will be able to 
put itin whatever shape they may think best cal- 


| culated to meet the views of the majority of the 


By | 


House, and to advance the public interests. 
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depend upon the limit of debate in which the gen- 
Ueman proposes to indulge. 

Mr. McMULLIN. It is not my purpose to 
trespass either upon the courtesy of the gentleman 
from South Carolina, or upon that of this House. 
It is necessary that this House should pass a 
proper and legitimate appropriation bill; but I tell 
the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Prestron,) 
as also the gentleman from South Carolina, that 
if they will attempt to clog this bill with amend- 


| ments, as they did the deficiency bill at the earlier 


reconsidering the vote rejecting it, this course can | 


be adopted. 

Mr. ORR. [ am satisfied that there is a major- 
ity of the House willing to vote for the passage 
of the bill, were the custom-house appropriations 
not incorporated in it; and I think that the plan 
which I have indicated is the shortest plan that 


the House can pursue to attain the desired result. | 


This is an important bill. If you do not pass 


Every 


\| civil officer of the Government, from the President 


down to the lowest subordinate, is depending for 
his salary this year on the passage of the bill. 
Mr. PRESTON. I[f the gentleman from South 
Carolina will allow me,.I will make a suggestion, 
inasmuch as I am as desirous to pass this bill as he 
is. If the plan he suggests be adopted, we will 


have to go back again to where we commenced. 


| If we turn and support the motion to reconsider | 
| the vote by which the bill was rejected yesterday, 





ree grr ER 


| the object can be attained in a simpler manner. 


The bill lacked but ‘three votes yesterday to be 
carried, and I hold that the bill ean be passed as 


it stands; because it was not on the subject of the | 


custom-house amendments that it was defeated. 
But if we go beyond that simple means of recon- 


sidering the vote, we will get the bill involved in | 
all tne difficulties in which it has been involved | 
These custom- | 
houses, I contend, are the only things which have | 


from the beginning of the session. 


given the bill the strong support it has received. 
Mr. ORR, (interrupting.) 


the custom-house appropriations did not seem to 
give much strength to the deficiency bill. 

Mr. PRESTON. I believe the second defi- 
ciency bill was more odious than the first. I hope 
the friends of the custom-houses—for | will be 
perfectly frank with the gentleman—will vote to 


| give the gentleman the first reconsideration he 
But we want the bill to pass as it is | 


desires. 


now, or let a new bill come up. edo not de- 


If my friend from | 
Kentucky would allow me, [ would suggest that | 





sire to go beyond the first motion to reconsider. | 
The Government officers have recommended these | 


custom-houses; the Senate have recommended 
them; this House has recommended them, and 
we have diseussed them all, article by article, and 


clause by clause, twice; and we have voted upon | 


them, by yeas and nays; and the bill finally came 
within three votes of passing. Now, if the gen- 
tleman will obtain but three votes upon that side 
of the House, among the friends of the Adminis- 
tration, the bill will pass. But if that cannot be 
done, we shall be placed back where we were two 
months ago. 

Mr. ORR resumed the floor. 

Mr. McMULLIN, (interrupting.) 1 would 
like, with the permission of the gentleman from 
South Carolina, to inquire of him whether there 
is any gentleman in the House who will move 


the consideration indicated by him, provided the | 


qanenere first two motions to reconsider pre- 
vai 
Mr. MATTESON. Is the gentleman in order? 
The SPEAKER. Debate is in order, if the 
oe from South Carolina has yielded on! 
or an explanation. The question of order will 





period of this session, I trust, for one, that there 
will be firmness and independence enough in the 
members of this House to defeat it again. If all 
our friends had been here—in other words, if the 
House had been full at the time the vote was taken, 
we would have killed the bill by a much larger 
majority than we did yesterday. And | trugtwe 
will do so again. 

Mr. ORR, (resuming.) 1 hope I shall now be 
allowed to conclude the remarks | desired to make 
without further interruption. 

With reference to the view thrown out by the 
gentleman from Kentucky, (Mr. Presron,} that 
the bill was strengthened by the custom-house 
appropriation, | have only to point him and the 
House to the action of the House upon the defi- 
ciency bill. Those custom-house amendments 
were voted into the deficiency bill, and when it 
came into the House from the Committee of the 
W hole, what was the result? Only fifty three votes 
were found in favor of it. 

I say, however, to my honorable friend from 
Kentucky, that if all those who voted in the House 
to put the custom: houses into the civil and diplo- 
matic bill had steod firm to the last, and had voted 
for the bill, there would have been no difficulty 
in passing it, The whole difficulty grew out of 
the fact that a portion of the House was voting 
into the bill amendments which were odious toa 
large portion here, and when they came to the 
test, they refused to vote for the final passage of 
the bill. 

I desire to appeal to gentlemen upon this side of 
the House, and to gentlemen upon the other side, 
who do not desire to embarrass the operation of 
the Government: I say, I desire to dppeal to them 
—in case we do get back to the custom-houses—to 
vote against putting them inthebill. Let us have 
a clean bill, one that is legitimate and fair. I have 
mo cause of quarrel with any gentleman who 
voted against the bill on account of the custom- 
houses. But to put in such amendments is no 
legitimate mode of legislating. The civil and di- 
plomatic bill should only include items provided 
for by general iaw, and such as are necessary to 
meet the wants of the Government. But the de- 
feat of this bill must inevitably result in stopping 
the wheels of Government; and it may result in 
our having to rescind the resolution by which the 
two Houses have agreed to adjourn on the ‘4th 
of August. 

In my judgment, if the bill is now defeated; ‘if 
we commence a reorganization of the civil and dip- 
lomatic bill; if we are to send it again to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union; if 
amendments are there to be offered to it, and de- 
bated again, you will not be able to get back to 
the point at which you now are in ten days or 
more to come. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. If the gentle- 
man from South Carolina will allow me, [ wish 


| to know how it is that he can maintain that amend- 


ments have been put upon this bill which are 


| odious to a majority of the House, when these 


amendments have every one of them been sus- 
tained by a majority of this House upon the yeas 
and nays? 

Mr. ORR. I did not design to say that they 
are odious to a majority of this House. | intended 
to say that amendments had been put upon this 
bill which were odious to a large number of gen- 
tlemen in this House, without whose votes it can- 
not be passed, 

Mr. oaien, I think I have now made myself 
understood; and if the view | have expressed 
meets the approbation of the House, they will sus- 
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tain me in the motion I have made. 1 move the 
previous question upon the motion to reconsider. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Rhode Island. 
deficiency bill passed this House 

Tne SPEAKER. The Chair must remind the 
gentleman that the previous question has been 
demanded 

Mr. DAVIS. Well, sir, I hopethe gentleman 
will withdraw the motion for the previous ques- 
tion, and allow me to make a remark. 

Mr. ORR. I cannot. 

Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. I desire te ask a 
question, which I think will forward the business 
of the House. 
draw his demand for the previous question for 
that purpose. 

Mr. ORR, TIT cannot. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. 
call of the House. 

The motion was not agteed to. 


I move that there be a 


The previous question was seconded, and the | 


main question ordered to be put. 

The question now being upon the motion to re- 
consider the vote by which the bill was rejected, 
it was taken; and the vote was reconsidered. 

Mr. ORR. I move to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and upon that motion I demand 
the previous question. 

Mr. PRESTON. I ask the gentleman from 
South Carolina to yield me the floor for five min- 
utes? 

Several Members. 
mand. 

Mr. ORR. I decline to withdraw the demand. 

Mr. PRESTON. Very well; I am willing to 
go to the vote. 

The previous question received a second, and 
the main question was ordered to be put. 

Mr. PRESTON. I demand the yeas and nays 
on the motion to reconsider. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


Do not withdraw the de- 


The question was taken, and it was decided in | 


the affirmative—yeas 85, nays 69; as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, James C. Allen, Willis Allen, 

Appleton, Ashe, Barksdale, Belcher, Bocock, Boyce, 

Bridges, Brooks, Chastain, Churchwell, Clark, Clingman, 


Cobb, Curtis, Cutting, John G. Davis, Dawson, Dent, Eddy, 


Edmundson, Ellison, English, Faulkner, Florence, Goode, 


Greenwood, Grow, Hastings, Hendricks, Henn, Hillyer, |) 


Houston, Ingersoll, George W. Jones, Roland Jones, Kerr, 


Kiuredge, Lamb, Letcher, Lilly, McCulloch, MeMullin, || 


MeNair, McQueen, Maxwell, Mayall, Millson, Morrison, 


Murray, Nichols, Noble, Norton, Olds, Orr, Bishop Perkins, | 
erkins, Pheips, Powell, Pratt, Ready, Richardson, | 


John 
Thomas Ritchey,Ruffin, Seward, Seymour, Shaw, Shower, 


Singleton, Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, William R. | 


Sinith, George W. Smyth, Richard H. Stanton, Hestor L. 
Stevens. Stratton, Andrew Stuart, David Stuart, John J. 
Tavior, Vail, Vansant, Walker, Daniel B. Wright, and 
Zollicotfer—835. 


mands, Everhart, Farley, Fenton, Flagler, Franklin, Ful- 
ler, Giddings, Green, Aaron Ilarlan, Haven, Hill, Howe, 


Johnson, Daniel T. Jones, Knox, Latham, Lindley, Mace, | 


Macy, Matteson, May, Middieswarth, John G. Miller, 
Morgan, Mordecai Oliver, Parker, Phillips, Preston, Pur- 


aa Reese, Riddle, David Ritchie, Rogers, Russell, Sabin, | 
app, Gerrit Smith, Frederick P. Stanton, John L. Taylor, | 
Nathaniel G. eters Taree: Thoms, Uphaes, Wade, | 


Walbridge, Walley 


aish, Ellihu B. Washburne, Israel 
Washburn, John 


entworth, Wheeler, and Yates—69. 
third time was agreed to. 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. 
amendment was adopted. 


several custom-houses. I voted to ingraft that 


amendment upon the bill; and I am still in favor | 
of the appropriations for the construction of these | 
custom-houses; but, on examination, I find that | 


of those who voted with me for the amendment 
there were seventeen, enough to have saved the 
bill, who voted against the final passage of the 
bill. Now I think that if anything is to be sacri- 
ficed, it is best that it should be the custom-houses 
for the present, rather than all the great interests 
involved in the measure. I call for the previous 
uestion on my motion for reconsideration. 

At the request of Mr. Tayior, of Ohio, the 

amendment was reported by the Clerk, as follows: 


Twenty-second amendment: 


a err the custom-house at St. Louis, Missouri 
ses completing the eustom-house at Mobile, Alabama, 


_ THE CONGRESSIONAL 


When the | tucky, 40,000 ; 


I hope the gentleman will with- | 


| for the marine hospitals are also provided for by | 


| ture of debate, and objection being made, the 


| the main question was ordered to be put. 





‘ | Powell, 
NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Banks, Bennett, Benson, || Ritchey, Ruffin, Seward, Seymour, Shaw, Shower, Single- 
Bliss, Bugg, Carpenter, Caruthers, Caskie, Corwin, Cul- || 
lon, T 


homas Davis, De Witt, Dick, Disney, Eastman, Ed- || 


I move to re- 
consider the vote by which the twenty-second | 
It is the amendment | 
which appropriates for the completion of the. 





For completing the custom-house at Louisville, Ken- 


For completng the custom house at Bangor, Maine, 
$20,000 ; | 

For completing the custom-house at Bath, Maine, | 
$20,000 ; 

For completing the custom-house at Wilmington, Dela- 
ware, $12,000 ; and | 
For purchasing a site for a custom-house at Providence, 

Rhode Island, $24,000. 


Mr. PHILLIPS. Does not the twenty-second | 


amendment also embrace the appropriations for the 


custom-houses at Richmond and New Orleans? 
The SPEAKER. Itdoes not. These custom- 


| houses are provided for by separate amendments. 


Mr. LILLY. ‘Does the amendment embrace 


| appropriations for the marine hospitals? 
he SPEAKER. Itdoes not. Appropriations || 


| 


separate amendment. 


Mr. WENTWORTH, of Illinois. Motions 


| were made to reconsider the votes by which the || 
| amendments appropriating for the custom-houses | 
| referred to by the gentleman from Alabama were || 
adopted, and these motions to reconsider were || 


laid upon the table; therefore, it is not now in order 
to again reconsider. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I call to order. 
that the call for the previous question is not de- 
batable. 


The SPEAKER. Interrogatory is in the na- 





Chair must restrain gentlemen from further ques- 


tioning. 
Mr. WENTWORTH. The record of the 


| House will show whether the motions to recon- 


sider the amendments for the Richmond and New 


Orleans custom-houses were laid upon the table 


or not, 


The SPEAKER. Thenit is for gentlemen who 


wish the information to look to the record. 


I insist || 


GLOBE. 
For completing the custom-house at Cincinnati, Ohio, | 
+} $40,000 ; 


| the bill, and cut off other amendmeits. 


from South Carolina to withdraw his 


| to exceed three minutes. 


| desire-—— 


} 


| 


| 


July 7, 
sustained, it will extend to the third reading of 
Mr. HAVEN. I desire to ask the £entleman 
demand for 
be enabled 
romi 

I should like to pu 
of the reasons why | 

e. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ney 
York is not in order, as the demand for the pre. 
vious question is not withdrawn. The Chair wijj 


the previous question, so that | may 
to make a very few remarks; and I p 


the House in possession 


| state for the information of the House, that if the 


previous question be seconded, and the main 


tion ordered to be put, the vote will be first i 


taken 


| on the adoption of the amendment, the reconsid. 


eration of the vote by which it was adopted havin 
been this moment ordered; and then on order 


| the bill to be engrossed and read a third time, 


Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Then can other 
amendments be reconsidered ? 

The SPEAKER. They cannot. 

Mr. SMITH. Can other distinct Propositions 


be considered ? 


The SPEAKER. They 
Mr. WALSH. 


cannot. 
What will be the condition of 


| the appropriations for marine hospitals? 


The SPEAKER. The Chair again states tha 


_ the previous question will cover the amendment 


| now pending, and also the ordering of the bill tp 


| be engrossed and read a fhird time. 


Mr. DAVIS, of Rhode Island. I desire to ask 


_a question of the Chair. Are there any appropris- 


tions for custom-houses in this bill now, or are 


| they all stricken out? 


The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that there 


| are appropriations for one or two custom-houses 


| still in the bill. 


Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I must confess that 


_ I do not yet distinctly understand the Chair. 


The previous question received a second, and || 


Mr. PRESTON. I demand the yeasand nays 
on the motion to reconsider, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 


| the affirmative—yeas 84, nays 68; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Janes ©. Allen, Willis Allen, 
Barksdale, Bell, Bocock, Bayce, Bridges, Brooks, Ghas 
tain, Churchwell, Clingman, Cobb, Curtis, Cutting, John 
G. Davis, Dawson, Dent, Eddy, Edmundson, English, 
Faulkner, Goode, Green, Greenwood, Grow, Wiley P. Har- 
ris, Hastings, Hendricks, Hillyer, Houston, Ingersoll, Dan- 
ie! T. Jones, George W. Jones, Roland Jones, Kittredge, 


| Lamb, Letcher, Lilly, McCulloch, McMullin, McNair, 
| McQueen, Maxwell, Millson, Morrison, Murray, Nichols, 


Noble, Olds, Orr, Bishop Perkins, John Perkins, Phelps, 
Pratt, Puryear, Ready, Richardson, Thomas 


ton, Samuel A. Smith, William Smith, William R. Smith, 
George W. Smyth, Richard H. Stanton, Hestor L. Stevens, 
Stratton, David Stuart, John J. Taylor, Nathaniel G. Tay- 


| lor, Trout, Vail, Vansant, Walker, Walsh, Westbrook, 


Wheeler, and Daniel B. Wright—84. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Banks, Bennett, Benson, 
Bliss, Bugg, Carpenter, Caruthers, Caskie, Chandler,Clark, 
Corwin, Cullom, Thomas Davis, De Witt, Dick, Disney, 
Eastman, Edmands, Everhart, Farley, Fenton, Flagter, 
Florence, Franklin, Fuller, Giddings, Aaron Harlan, Har- 


| rison, Haven, Henn, Hill, Howe, Johnson, Kidwell, Knox, 
|| Latham, piedet Mace, Matteson, Mayall, Middleswarth, 
So the motion to reconsider the vote by which 

the bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a 


John G. Miller, Morgan, Mordecai Oliver, Parker, Phillips, 
Preston, Riddle, David Ritchie, Rogers, Russell, Sabin, 
Sapp, Gerrit Smith, Frederick P. Stanton, Andrew Stuart, 
Jobn L. Taylor, Thurston, Upham, Wade, Walbridge, 
Walley, Ellihu B. Washburne, Israel! Washburn, John 
Wentworth, Yates, and Zollicoffer—68. 

So the motion to reconsider the vote by which 
the twenty-second amendment was adopted was 
agreed to. 


The question recurred on the adoption of the 
twenty-second amendment, 

Mr. ORR. I demand the previous question. 

Mr.SEWARD. Is it in order to move to re- 
commit the bill ? 

The SPEAKER. It would be in order to make 
that metion, provided the demand for the previous 
question be not sustained; in other words, the bill 
is in a condition to be recommitted. 

Mr. SEWARD. Does not the motion to re- 
commit take precedence of the demand for the 

revious question ? 

The SPEAKER. It does not. 

Mr. WALSH. Will the demand for the pre- 
vious question cut off other motions to recon- 
sider? 


The SPEAKER. Ifthe previous question is 


| tion 





[Cries of ** Question !”’ ** Question !’’} 
Mr, SMITH. 1 understand that the proposi- 


|| tion is 


[Continued cries of ‘*Question!’’ “ Ques. 


9 


The SPEAKER. Itis the duty of the Chair 


| to explain to the body the information asked by 


the gentleman from Virginia. If the main ques 
tion be ordered, the oass will be brought to 
vote, first on- the pending amendment, and then 
on ordering the bill to be engrossed and read a 
third time, and it will completely cut off any other 
amendment. 
Mr. SMITH. Then I will vote against order- 
ing the main question. 
he SPEAKER, It has been the practice of 
the House to reconsider votes taken under the 
apoio of the previous question. But that has 
already been done, It was done during yesier- 
day. The House has reconsidered the vote by 
which the bill was ordered to a third reading. 
Again, it has reconsidered the vote on which one 
of the amendments of yesterday was adopted. 
Now, if the demand for the previous question be 
sustained, it brings the House to vote on the pend- 
ing amendment, and then upon ordering the bill to 


| be engrossed and read a third time; and. it will, 


under the circumstances, in the opinion of the 
Chair, cut off all amendments in the nature of & 
reconsideration. 

Mr. BOCOCK. I would like to make a sug- 
gestion, if the gentleman choose to take it. 

{Interruption, and cries of **Question !”’ ‘Que 
tion !’’} 

Mr. BOCOCK. In view of the condition of 
things, | wish to make a suggestion which get 
tlemen may consider. If we cannot call for the 
previous question now, we cannot call for it at all, 
and therefore this subject would be left open ” 
debate as long as gentlemen might clioose 
debate it. 

Mr. PRESTON. I call the gentleman to order. 

The SPEAKER. Is it the pleasure of the 
House that the peyton from Virginia (Mr. Be- 
cock] be heard 

Mr. WALSH. I object. 

The question now being on seconding the (# 
mand for the previous question, 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois, called fr 
tellers. 

Tellers were ordered. 

‘Mr. DENT. I simp 


for the purpose of 


desire to ask a question 
information. If 


as 
\ 
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call for the previous question be sustained, will | 
the bill have to be voted upon as it now stands? 

The SPEAKER. Yes. ! 

Mr. DENT. And if the previous question be 
not sustained 

The SPEAKER. The bill will then be open 
for amendments or recommittal. 

Messrs. Prarr and Ricuarpson were then ap- 

inted tellers. 

The question was taken; and the tellers reported 
—ayes 69, noes 73. i 

So the previous question was not seconded. 

Mr. HAVEN. Mr. Speaker, if the House 
will give me their attention for a short time, L 
will repay them by being very brief in what lam 
about to say. I intend my remarks shall be di- 
rected upon the subject of the custom-houses 
provided for in this bill. I will not turn aside te 
notice anything else; for my friend from South 
Carolina, (Mr. Orr,] in his motion and remarks, 
seems to be reaching after them alone. I have 
been somewhat intimately connected, too, with 





| observed 





think so now, and I have voted for these appro- | 
|| priations in this bill, because they are accom- 


panied by, and made subject to, all the restric- 


'| tions and limitations | have referred to; the dis- 


cretion of the Secretary is properly and cautiously 


confined; and because, further, with these restric- | 
|| tions and limitations, they have had the double 


sanction of this House, once in Committee of the 
W hole, after very full debate, and again by yeas 
and nays ——S So, Mr. Speaker, it will be 

have refused to let the Secretary con- 


, trol us in this behalf; and I have voted against 


these appropriations, without careful and salutary 


guards, plainly expressed, being thrown around 


these houses from the commencement of the ses- | 


sion; and I desire, incidentally, to speak of that 
connection, and of some of the reasons which 
have influenced my votes in reference to them. 

These custom-houses were reported in the de- 
ficiency bill early in the session,in sundry very 
brief clauses, each commencing ‘to complete,’’ 
or, ‘‘to enable the Secretary to complete,’’ them, 
and then enumerating them, and setting down the 
amount for each. 


The House witl do me the justice to remember | 
that | opposed the appropriations in that form, | 


and have ever since opposed them in that form; 
and | can assure gentlemen | ever will oppose 
them when they come in that form, because it 
leaves the whole subject under the unlimited con- 
trol of individuals who have the Hy ereerege of 
the moneys. I do not wishto speak harshly, but 
it leaves in the hands of Secretaries, and their 
agents and employees, the whole unlimited sub- 
ject, without check or control on our part. I[tis 
incautious, improper, wild, and unregulated legis- 
lation, in my opinion, and has not yet, and never 
shall, receive my sanction. This House has uni- 


formly been misled and deceived under that kind | 


of legislation; and | told it so when this subject 
was first up this session. But, sir, | then de- 
clared my readiness to vote sufficient sums to 
complete these Houses, if the Secretary could be 
properly restricted, and the public interests suffi- 
ciently guarded by proper, discreet, and stringent 


limitations and restrictions, to be enacted with the || 


appropriations. 

r. HOUSTON. The gentleman is mistaken 
as to matter of fact. These custom-houses were 
not reported in the deficiency bill. 
left out of that bill by the Committee of Ways 
and Means. 


the expenditure; and | have since voted, and shail 
probably vote again, for them, carefully guarded, 
and withdrawn from an unregulated discretion, 
and kept within the reach and control of this 
House, whose duty it is to look with great cau- 
uuon into all expenditures of the public moneys. 
Now, Mr. Speaker, so much at present for my 
own position in reference to this matter; and let 
me stop here and say, that | desire to make no 
war upon this bill, or upon the Administration 
members of this House in reference to it. | think 
it is a liberal bill; perhaps it goes up to the verge 
of liberality. But, sir, in my judgment, it is not 
an eXtravagant bill. It contains many items that 
I should much prefer were not in it; bat | voted 
for it yesterday when on its third reading, with 
these custom-house appropriations, accompanied 
by the limitations and restrictions I have men- 
tioned, in it. And I shall vote for it again, with- 
out those appropriations in it, if the good sense 
and discretion of the House shall decide to with- 
hold them. Sir, | am but one among a large num- 
ber of honorable gentlemen here, all of whose dis- 
cretions and judgments are, at least, entitled to 
equal weight with mine in this regard. It is not 
for me to attempt to embarrass or clog the opera- 
tions of the Government, unless I find it engaged 
in what I regard asa violation of its proper or 
constitutional duty. It neither suits my taste, nor 
does it comport with what | regard as the fair 
discharge of my duties here. Nor will I attempt 
any child’s play, Mr. Speaker, in reference to this 
bill, by voting one way upon itto-day and another 
way to-morrow. I will not give a vote upon it to- 
day totally inconsistent with the one | gave yester- 
day. | leave that, sir, for other gentlemen who see 
fit to engage in it, premising only, that if they feel 
they have voted wrong, it 1s never unwise to cor- 


| rect it when an opportunity offers. 


They were |, 


Mr. HAVEN. Mr. Speaker, I accept the cor- | 


rection of my friend from Alabama, the chairman 


of the Committee of Ways and Means; but these | 


custom-houses have been up in so many shapes, 


ways, that he will excuse me if I do not state the 
precise form in which these appropriations first 
made their appearance in this Hall. It is true, 


Ways and Means did report against placing these 
appropriations in the deficiency bill. I voted 


against inserting them in that bill in the language | 


I have described, because, in that locse form, I 


thought in the hands of whoever might, for the | 


me being, be Secretary of the Treasury, it would 
give him that wild, unregulated, and improper dis- 


cretion that I have mentioned, by which the money | 


might be expended without limitation or restric- 
tion, and whether it accomplished or completed 
the object intended or not. 

But by way of justifying my course, then, be- 
fore the House and the country, and reconciling it 
with my course on this bill, if any justification or 
reconciliation be needed, I ask leave to say, that 
as soon as the deficiency bill was defeated—and as 
alleged, on account of custom-house appropria- 
tions being in it—with my own hands, and exer- 
cising my own judgment only, 1 drew upa bill, 
which was adopted and reported by the Commit- 
tee of \Ways and Means, containing what |. be- 
lieved to be wise, salutary, and proper restrictions 
upon the expenditure of these moneys by the 


Secretary of the Treasury. I thought they were 
wise, ealutary, eth 


and proper restrictions then. I 











Now, sir, to another thing. The only objection 


| | have heard to-day to these custom-house appro- 


| priations, accompanied as they are by my limita- 


tions and restrictions, is, that they are not now in 
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placing them in it, that when he undertakes to 
censure us for that, he censures every Congress 
who has provided means for a custom-house from 
the commencement of this Government down. 
Nay, sir, he censures himself, if he has ever voted 
for a civil and diplomatic bill since he has been 
here. Of course, Mr. Speaker, | say this in no 
offensive sense. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, as to another part of this 
subject, | beg the House to bear with me while I 
speak of that. As an original proposition—as a 
new question—I should, by no means, vote for all 
of these custom houses. I chould, as a new and 
original question, deem it unwise, indisereet, im- 
proper, and ill advised. Some of them, in my 
opinion, are not very much needed, and ought 
never to have been commenced. Some of them 
are in the wrong localities, and could very well be 
dispensed with. But, Mr. Speaker, whilst that is 
my opinion in referenc€ to some of these struc- 
tures, | can but remember, and | ask the House 
to remember, that this is not a case of inception 
of legislation; this is not an original, a first action 
of Congress on the subject; it is only following 
up—-completing the business that has been begun 
by previous Congresses, and under previous 
legésiation. The only question for us now is, 
whether, inasmuch as these works have been en- 
tered upon and been mostly completed under pre+ 
vious legislation, we shall, like a pradent proprie- 
tor, and athorough business man, complete them 
properly; or, like a good for nothing, slack, lazy, 
shiftless, and inefficient individual, whose business 
is always down at the heel, and something like a 
ravelled-out old stocking, let these edifices go into 
dilapidation and decay? Whether we shall let the 
results of former appropriations for these subjects 
go into dilapidation and decay, waste away under 
the slow but sure operations of the weather, and 
what we have already done become useless, or 
shall we make these additional appropriations 
and finish them up in a thorough, workmanlike, 
and business manner? 

Mr. COBB. With the gentleman’s permission 
I would make a single remark. On the Calendar 
I find as the thirtieth bill, one embracing appro- 
priations for the construction and completion of all 
these custom-houses. Now, while voting against 
these appropriations en masse as an amendment to 


| this bill, and intending todo so hereafter, yet I 


the right bill—they do not come in in the right | 


place. This is the point to the objection of my 
friend from South Carolina, (Mr. Orr.} Sir, let 
me ask the gentleman, and others here of his way 
of thinking, to look back through our statutes, 
and over our appropriation bills, since the first 


|, custom-house was ever built by this Government, 
and the subject turned over in such a variety of | 


and point me to a solitary case of an appropria- 
tion for such a purpose that was not contained in 
a general appropriation bill of this kind? Sir, 


| they would not find one—not one—at least, in my 
as the gentleman states, that the Committee of || 


searches after truth in that direction, | have failed 
to hit upon such acase. It makes no difference, 


in point of principle, in what bil! they are placed; | 
the question is, ought the appropriations to be | 


what bill you please, so that you limit, restrict, 
and control them in a proper, discreet, and wise 
manner. 
| bill for want of such limitation, restraint, and 
control; and I then advised the House that, under 
the circumstances of the case, I would vote for 
'them if so limited, restricted, and controlled. It 
| is quite immaterial to me in what bill they are 
— so be that the public good require them to 
'be in any bill at all. I think it very well, and 
| quite discreet, to keep them in a separate bill, but 
tdo not regard it as indispensable, more especially 


| as a separate bill could not now be passed this | 


| session; — they must be placed here, or not 
at all. 
Now, sir, I cannot avoid saying to my friend 


| from South Casolina, [Mr. Orx,}] who, in his re- | 


marks this morning, stated that this bill was an 
_improper one in which to make these appropria- 
tions, and who, rather by implication, censured 


1 voted against them in the deficiency | 


| made? and if they ought to be, place them in | 





am willing to vote for them when they properly 
come up, and are presented to us, each on its own 
merits. (have voted against these appropriations 
combined, and I shall continue to do so. Com- 
bined in an amendment to the civil and diplomatic 
appropriation bill, I shall vote against them. 
Here on: the Calendar, thirty down, stands a 
general bill for the completion and construction of 
custom-houses and marine hospitals; and why not 
wait until we reach it? 

Mr. HAVEN. ‘The suggestion of the gentle- 
man from Alabama shows him in a hopetul con- 
dition. He has got half right already; he is now 
on the right road, and | am not without hope that, 
before we reach a vote on this question, he will 
right up altogether. I see he goes for the bill with 
my limitations and restrictions in it. He, like 
myself, is opposed to placing these moneys under 
a kind of wild and unregulated discretion. Yet 
he is in favor of finishing up these works, and 
saving them from dilapidation and decay, like a 
prudent proprietor. So far so good. He knows, 
as we all know, that unless this is done now, and 
in this bill, it cannot be done this session. His 
great experience and good sense tells him all of 
that. And now that his discriminating mind is at 
work upon this subject, | have great hope—founded 
on his uniform propriety and appreciation of the 
fitness of things—that he will vote for closing at 
once, and forever, this vexed and uncomfortable 
question, and for keeping this Government from 
becoming a by-word and a reproach on account 
of its unfinished edifices, and its fickle and childish 
course of legislation. 

I come back, sir, to the true point. Whilst I 
frankly confess I believe, rs an original question, 
these appropriations would be, in some cases, un- 
wise and indistreet, still, that is not the ques- 
tion; that is not/the point that presses upon us 
most closely now. The true question is, havin 
entered upon the work, shall we finish it? !as 
this question here again, wholly irrespective of 
the recommendations of the Secretary of the 


me, and those gentlemen who voted with me, for || Treasury. 
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Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. One question. 

Mr. HAVEN, Will my friend wait a mo- 
ment? Lam coming to the point of his inquiry 
presently. He is shrewd enough to see what is 
to follow, from the premises | am laying down. 

| was saying, sir, that, without regard to the 
opinions of the Secretary of the Treasury; with- 
out respect to any ulterior consideration, having 
entered on this business, had we not better close 
it up at once, and put the subject forever at rest? 

Mr. JONES. 1 would ask the gentleman a 
single question. 

Mr. HAVEN. [think I know what the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee is intending to ask me. 
Lie intends to ask whether | do not know that 
some of these appropriations are for buildings not 
yet commenced ? 

Mr. JONES. I was going to ask you no such 
question. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. HAVEN. Very well, then,1 yield to my 


friend to state what it is he is intending to ask me; | 


for | own, now, | cannot guess. 

Mr. JONES. I was going to ask the gentle- 
man whether he was not satisfied that there had 
been a sufficient amount of money appropriated 
to consiruct these buildings and to finish them? 
Have we not already appropriated enough to make 
them substantial and fire-proof, under the plans 
adopted by the last Administration? It was enough 
to make plain, substantial, fire-proof structures; 
and these additional appropriations are not for fin- 
ishing and making them fire-proof, but for making 
them ornamental and magnificent. 

Mr. HAVEN. I hardly know how to answer 
my friend from Tennessee, now | have found out 
wirat inquiry he intended to make. ‘The most 
correct and proper answer [ can give him is, that 
i cannet be satisfied in the way his question im- 
plies, because | have no knowledge—no evidence 
on the subject, except what I find in the report 
of the Secrgtary of the Treasury; and everything 
in that report is very direct and positive, precisely 
the other way from what the gentleman’s interro- 
gatory seems to imply. 

Sir, all | know in reference to any of these cus- 
tom-houses is what | find in our statutes, and in 
the Executive documents that come to us from 
the Treasury Department; and these documents 
assure me that the former appropriations, under 
whatever assurances they may have been voted 
by Congress, turn out to he wholly insufficient. 
W hat more can I say in reply to the question of 
my friend from ‘Tennessee. 
above or beyond what is written in these docu- 
ments. 
about these matters from any other source? I 
have never traveled up and down the Mississippi, 


along the coast of Maine, or around the Gulf of | 


Mexico, to learn whether the Secretary of the 
Treasury has told us the truth in this behalf in 
his report. 
leave to the Secretary of the Treasury, when there 
are no reasonable suspicions raised against him. 
In matters of this kind, which affect the internal 
interests of our country, and our domestic affairs, 


I will take the word of the Secretary of the Treas- | 


ury when he sends us information, unless | know, 
or some gentleman here will suggest, he is a false 


er a dishonorable man, and untrue to. his public | 
L hope the House will not deem me in- | 
discreet or eingular in this, although I was a little | 
unwilling the other day, on the Mexican treaty | 
bill, to-take the Administration at its word, and | 
vote $10,000,000 without a word of explanation, || 
and under very grave and suspicious circum- | 


duties. 


stances, on the face of the treaty, and resting in 
the almost universal belief of intelligent gentlemen 
here, to impeach the transaction, for the purpose 
of buying territory; where, as the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. Benron] told us, Kit Carson said 
a wolf could not get a decent living. Sir, under 
the circumstances of this case | differ from the 


pretended friends of the Administration on this || 


floor; for inasmuch as nothing appears.to impeach 
jor question the integrity and fair dealing of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, I am quite willing to 
-take his official word upon this point; for it is his 
business to municate information to us upon 
this and kindred subjects. Whatever may be 
my political relations towards him, or other men, 
I thank my innate sense of propriety that I have 
not descended to that level where | am unwilling 
to trust the constituted authorities of the country 
in the ordinary commercial business of the coun- 
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lam not wise, sir, | 


What am | to know, what can I know, | 


This is a matter that | am willing to | 


two 


|| signed insufficient. 





try, within our own territory, as connected with 
dollars and cents. 

Mr. Speaker, | fear that some of my friends 
near me are growing a little uneasy, from a desire | 
to get the floor. 
on!’’| Butl know that the majority of the House | 
are willing to listen a little further; for they would 
not vote for the previous question, when they | 
knew I| wanted the floor, a short time since. 

I would like to direct the attention of gentle- 
men who are so irreconcilably opposed to these | 


appropriations, and who, of a sudden, seem to |} 


have an erection of conscience on the subject of 
custom-houses, especially when provided for ina | 
general appropriation bill, to page thirty of this 
very bill now under consideration. My friend | 
from South Carolina says vehemently, that this 
House must vote down these appropriations, for 
it is not fit to place them in this bill. 

Now, | will read an item in this bill, on page 
thirty, and ask the gentleman if he has gone back 
far enough in his motions to reconsider to quiet 
that awakened conscience of his: 

‘* Por continuing operations on the custom-house at New 
Orleans, $395,000.” 

This, Mr. Speaker, is found in this general ap- | 
propriation bill, and yet itis wholly overlooked, 
or blankly winked at, by my honorable friend 
from South Carolina. 

On the same page, and only one line below, I 
find another nice and classic piece of composition, | 
which is, perhaps, still more interesting to my 
friend from South Carolina. It is as follows: 


‘Por continuing operations on the custom-house at 
Charleston, South Carolina, 3273,000.7? 


Sir, in these two items that I have just read 
from this very bill, more money is appropriated 


to complete—not to continue—operations upon all 

the custom-houses and marine hospitals in this 

bill—more, sir, than is necessary to put on the 

mastic, or clapboards, and the slate or shingles, 

so as to keep out the bad weather, and make them 

all safe places for the keeping and deposit of the 

records and papers pertaining to the kasiness of 

the Government, and the interests of cifizens who | 
live under it. 

But to go a step further back, Mr. Speaker. I 
find in the civil and diplomatic appropriation bill 
of last year an appropriation of $100,000 for con- 
tinuing the construction of the custom-house at | 
Charleston; and the very next clause there in that 


| same bill is an item of $324,000 for continuing the | 


construction of the custom-house at New Orleans. 
But, sir, 1 will pursue this unpleasant line of 
remark no further. It is a very different case 


formly go up to hundreds of thousands, and the | 


appropriations are for South Carolina and Lou- || 
isiana, and not for Maine, or the northern or || 
1 will | 
| plete ’’ these custom- 
| **Give us a particular sum; that is all that we re- 
| quire.’’? In 1851 the stateme 
| certain amount, and we will éertainly ‘ complete 


northwestern lakes, or western rivers. 
make no more invidious comparisons. 

Mr. ORR. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. HAVEN. Certainly. 

Mr. ORR. My friend from New York [Mr. 
Haven] ought to have more fairness than to make 
the argument which he has just been making to 
the House. How do these appropriations for 
New Orleans and Charleston get into the civil 
and diplomatic bill? It was by the action of that 

entleman and the Committee of Ways and 
eans, of which he is a member, reporting these 
opeeeaere in the origmal bill. That 
ommittee of Ways and Means, after ex- 





same 


/amining the reasons which have been assigned 
by the Secretary of the Treasury in his estimates 
| for the other appropriations to which | have ob- 


jected, rejected them, vigneny | the reasons as- 

Did my friend from New 
York move to reject in the Committee of the 
Whole the Charleston and New Orleans custom- 
houses? He knows I could not have made the 
motion, for I was occupying the Chair when the 
bill was considered. How do these objectionable 
items getinto the bill? Not by the resommenda- 
tion, but against the wishes, of the committee of 
which the gentleman is an influential member; 
and they were placed on the bill an the motion of 
an individual member not a member of the Ways 
and Means, and against their decision. Hisown 
committee sustained Charleston and New Or- 
leans, and rejected all the others. I can under- 
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| upon the coast than in the interior. 
| Ueman familiar with the business transacted in 


{Cries of ** No!” ** No!’ “Go |} 


| no right to speak here. 
' men who are opposed to them; that is the op! 


| magnificent. 





J uly 7, 


stand why custom-houses are more necessary 


Every pen, 


custom-houses knows this statement to be trhe: 
and the Committee of Ways and Means perha - 
acted wisely in making an appropriation 
Charleston and New Orleans, and in rejecting the 
estimates for St. Louis, Cincinnati, and ie 
ville; for there is infinitely a greater necessity for 
custom-houses on the coast than in the intetion 
Every gentleman familiar with our revenue 8 . 
tem and its operations must know that the labo, 
and responsibility is upon the offices on the cogs, 
even where the importation is to be delivered in 
the interior; for the goods must be transhipped on 
reaching the rivers or railroads, and bonds for the 
payment of duties taken by the coast colleciop 
which makes the officers in the interior mere 


| agents to collect the duties assessed and secured 


on the coast. 

Mr. PHILLIPS. May I ask the gentleman 
from South Carolina a question ? 

Mr. HAVEN. I am very desirous, M; 
Speaker, of hearing any brief explanation which 


| the gentleman from South Carolina may wish to 
| make. 


But as to my friend from Alabama, [Mr, 
Puitutrs,| | must ask him to be still for the pres. 
ent; he, being a friend to the custom-houses, has 
1 want to hear gehile. 


way to find out and remove the difficulties in the 
way of these appropriations. My friend from 


|, Alabama, | msist, must, therefore, not interfere. 


Mr. ORR. The Committee of Ways and 


| Means reported this in the original bill. It was 


not reported to the House from the Committee of 


| the Whole House on the state of the Union as 
/an amendment at all. 
for the two designated localities than is asked for || 


The House has taken no 
separate vote upon it. If it had taken a separate 
vote upon it, | say to the gentleman from New 


| York |Mr. Haven] that I should have registered 


precisely the same vote with reference to the cus- 
tom-houses at Charleston and New Orleans as | 
did with reference to the others; not that | do 
not believe the appropriations necessary for both 
these cities, but because I believe that the plan 
on which they have been projected is entirely too 
1 believe that they cost the Govern- 
ment entirely too much money. And | desire 


| the gentleman from New York to understand that 


1 am actuated by principle in voting against these 


|, amendments appropriating large sums to erect 
| splendid edifices to beautify and adorn cities, and 
_which the necessities of the service do not de 
| mand. 


Why, sir, there is not a member of the 
House who is more familiar than is the gentleman 


( ' from New York himself, with the fact that since 
from the one now under consideration; but the |) 


only difference, | believe, is, that the sums uni- | 


1850 we have ‘‘ completed ’’ most of these custom- 
houses every year, the law declaring, in such bills 
as provides the appropriations, that ‘‘ no part be 
used unless it will complete the ee 
‘*to complete the house,” &c. very year 
there has been an Poe made to “ com 

ouses. In 1850 they say: 


is: ** Give us & 
it.’’’? The same song is sung in 1853; and now, 


in 1854, the same song is again sung, and we are 
asked to ‘*complete them” again; and with all 


| the guards put upon these appropriations in my 
| friend’s proviso, I fear we shall next year hear 


the same stentorian wom more money to * col- 
plete ’’ these same buildings. 

Now, I have said to the eman from New 
York, as [ said yesterday to the gentleman from 
Kentucky, [Mr. Preston,) that if he would make 
a motion in Committee of the Whole to take up 
the custom-house bill which he rted, & 
which contains these very sums, | would vote for 
its consideration; and if the custom-houses have 
sufficient merit to warrant appropriations being 
made for them, let them . But I say, do ne 
lead down the civil and di tie bill with these 
amendments, the effectof. which is to embarrass 
it, and place many gentlemen here in & 
position. 

Now, one thing more—— 

Mr. HAVEN. Qh no! no! 

Mr. ORR. | I desire the gentleman to hear m¢ 
on another point. dad 


New York i sates bin sighess floor? 
ew Insiston his to the r 
Mr. HAVEN. My friend from South Caro- 
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jina (Mr. Orr] would not withdrawghis call for | 


the previous question at my request a few moments 


“i vne SPEAKER, (to Mr. One.) The gentle- | 


i 
| 


i 


man from New York insists on his right to the | 


aad HAVEN. Well, let the gentleman from 


South Carolina go on a little longer. I always 
am pleased to hear him. 

Mr. ORR. I desire my honorable friend from 
New York to answer in candor whether it is just 
and proper for gentlemen here to vote these cus- 
tom-house items in the bill, making it obnoxious 
to many gentlemen here, and, when they have thus 





crammed the bill, desert their own bantling in its | 


last struggle, and vote against it on its passage? 
Is not such a policy disingenuous? If gentlemen 
will put in these items, they should feel bound to 
vote for the bill, and not against it, as many of 
them did on yesterday. Many of the gentleman’s 
— friends yesterday voted for the custom- 


ouses, and then refused to sustain the bill, at- | 


tempting thereby to make the bill odious by their 
yotes on amendments, and then throwing the re- 
sponsibility on the Democrats of sustaining the 
bill made thus odious by their votes, or of reject- 


ing it, and stopping the wheels of Government. | 
My friend from New York, however, is, | am | 
happy to say, not within that number—first voting | 


on the amendments, and for the bill on its final 
passage. 


Mr. HAVEN. Mr. Speaker, certainly, when | 


I vield the floor to my friend from South Carolina, 


who has just taken his seat, | do soto the serious | 


injury of my own interest. [ have always listened 
to him with great pleasure, even when | know he 
is turning my positions; and { desire him to under- 
stand that when I hesitate to yield him the floor 
to speak against me, and for his section of the 
country, | do so only because of the fact that 


what he thus puts into my remarks makes such | 


an unfavorable contrast for me, and what I say 
each side of him, that italways makes me regret 
my want of ability. He makes my speech nothing 
but a rough box, in which he incloses his jewels. 
But, sir, enough of this. 

My friend from South Carolina now tells us 
that the great difference between the necessity and 
propriety of custom-houses at New Orleans and 
at Charleston, and those for Cincinnati and St. 
Logis, is, that the former are on the Gulf of Mex- 
ico and the Atlantic coast. 

Ay, Mr. Speaker, that is the reason why. It 
has come out at last; for, ** out of the abundance 
of the heart the mouth speaketh.’’ I feared some 
such disclosure. I should, perhaps, better say I 
expected it. Sir, my State is washed by the At- 


lantic, too; but that fact, | hope, makes no differ- | 


ence with me. 

Mr. ORR, (interrupting.) If the gentleman 
from New York will allow me,,I will explain, in 
justice to myself. The gentleman knows that 
every vessel from a foreign country, bringing 
goods for consumption to St. Louis, Cincinnati, 
and Louisville, must break bulk and be reshipped; 
for vessels from foreign ports do not ascend the 
Mississippi as high up as either of these places. 
He knows that nearly all the trouble and labor 
grows up out of the importation, oe the 
invoices, assessing duties, the taking of bonds for 
payment of duty, in delivering of goods in the 
interior, all which has to be attended to at the 
custom-house upon the sea-coast. All of them, 
I admit, are upon too magnificent a scale; more 
so than they ought to be. 


Mr. HAVEN. The statement as to the mode | 


of doing business at the river ports is familiar to 
me and to the House, and the only embarrass- 
ment I feel in commenting on my friend’s state- 
ments, is, that, in doing so, I] touch upon an old 
and trite subject, which the House knows all 
about, and with which I know I shall weary them. 

The gentleman’s remarks are quite true in ref- 
erence to some of those places along the Missis- 
sippi. f do not institute any comparison; I did 
not intend to do so; but if my friend forces it upon 
me, he will excuse me for an inference unfavorable 
to his argument. I believe the gentleman will find 
that the money collected for duties at St. Louis, 
after vessels have passed by all the custom-houses 
upon the Mississippi below, swells up to an 
ammount, each year, in the te nearly as 
large, if not larger, than that collected at Charles- 
ton, where, for simply “ continuing the construction 

’ 








of the custom-house’’—for that is the language of | 
this bill in reerence to it—simply “ continuing the 
construction of this custom-house,’’ we have here an 
appropriation of $273,000 for this year alone. 
Why, sir, there are some places besides those 
upon the Atlantic coast which have some connec- 
tion with foreign countries! The little port of Buf- 
falo, where I live, which is obliged to do its custom- 


| house business, | had almost said, in a shed, has 


more arrivals of vessels directly from a foreign 
country in one year than the port of Charleston 
has in two, and more foreign tonnage also. And 
let me tell my friend, that the commerce of that 


little port alone is more than equal to one half the | 


amount of the entire foreign commerce of this 
entire country. Sir, | speak advisedly, and not at 
random, | believe; and yet we are ** whistled down 
the wind’’ when we of the North and Northwest 
ask some of these petty accommodations to do 
the business of this Government in; and we are 
told our business is to collect the money for this 
Government in the best way we can,‘and to keep 
our papers» documents, and important records 
safe and dry in a slab shed, or else let them perish; 
but let the Atlantic coast and the Gulf have cus- 
tom-houses, safe, roomy, elegant—magnificent, is 
my friend’s word to describe it—though it be at 
the cost of these immense sums a year which | 
have read from this bill. Sir, I do not complain 
at these appropriations; on the contrary, | have 
given them my vote. 

Mr. ORR. Were there any appropriations in 
the bill for lake custom-houses? 

Mr. HAVEN. My friend puts a very perti- 
nent question. There are not, that | am aware of; 
but there ought to be. 

Mr. ORR. Where, then, is the necessity of the 
comparison which the gentleman has made be- 
tween Buffalo and other places? 

Mr. HAVEN. The gentleman shall see the 
pertinency, if not the necessity, of the com- 
parison. 

Mr. ORR. The gentleman will perceive a very 
great difference between places inland, and places 
at which vessels arrivefrom foreign ports, without 

| breaking bulk. 

Mr. HAVEN. I suppose, sir, that the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, or whatever committee ap- 
proved originally of these custom-house grants 
and appropriations of which we are speaking, in 
this bill, selected the places for them that, in their 
judgment, had the greatest need of such accommo- 
dations; and if acting correctly on that rule, Buf- 
falo has been so far neglected, with her pressing 
wants, as | have described them, what can my 
friend say of the necessity of these accommoda- 
tions in places selected by reason of their great 
and more pressing necessities ? 

But, sir, my friend is always so very seductive 
in his arguments that | follow him wherever he 
leads. 1 would like, however, to have him square 


his last suggestion with the case of the custom- | 


house of our mutual friend from Alabama, [Mr. 
Puiturs.] His is a custom-house upon the At- 
'lantic coast, or upon the Gulf at Mobile, and 
which does more business, | fancy, than the 
| custom-house at Charleston. Why is my friend 
from South Carolina down upon that? I can 
speak for the Atlantic coast, I trust, as well as for 
the northern lakes and western rivers. And I 
plead as readily for this house for the gentleman 


Northwest. 
By some kind of machinery—I leave it for this 


from Alabama (Mr. Puituips) as I do for the great | 


House to determine what—we voted into this very | 


the custom-house at Richmond. 
too, because it has been commenced, and must be 
finished or abandoned. I ask my friend from 


South Carolina how he can tolerate that measure | 


| in this bill? Is it because that is upon the Atlantic 
| coast? 
| Mr. ORR. Vessels unload at Richmond with- 
out breaking bulk or opening their hatches. 
Mr. HAVEN. How far is it from the sea? 
Mr. ORR. I do notknow; perhaps fifty miles. 
| Vessels arrive there without breaking bulk, and 
without taking up their hatches; and the question 
| of distance is, therefore, unimportant. 
Mr.HAVEN. Mr. Speaker, | defer to my 
| friend’s superior knowledge of geography, as well 
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bill yesterday a large appropriation for completing | 
I voted for that, | 


— 


miles, and still not reach the Atlantic ocean. Bat, 
no matter, Mr. Speaker; the point I started upon 
originally, and the one which was then at issue 
between myself and my friend from South Caro- 
lina, was not whether these appropriations were 
or were not necessary, as an original question, 
But the point he made, and on which I took issue, 
was whether these appropriations--conceding them, 
tor the sake of the atgument, to be proper—are 
admissible in this bill, or whether they shall be 
turned over to await the slow progress of another 
bill, im this sultry weather. My friend has led 
me off very artfully from this point, the true one 
he made originally, and | have allowed myself to 
follow him to other and different issues entirely. 
It has been his practice, this morning, when he 
found the point taken by himself to be indefensi- 
ble, to lead me astray upon something else that 
offered him a better ground of defense. 

But now I come back to the point at which I 
started. ‘The question is: Is this a proper place, 
or rather an admissible place, to insert these ap- 
propriations: 

It is not for me to say, under all the circum- 
stances which surround these appropriations, 
whether they are necessary to complete these 
houses or not. I will not argue that question 
this morning. I will, for the present, at. least, 
leave that to the honor and the word of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, and shall, for my pur- 
poses, rely upon that until it is impeached, or I 
can perceive some ground to suspect him of being 
false to his great public trust. His statement that 
they are necessary ts quitecompetent evidence for 
me, and quite sufficient, unless some gentleman 
here or elsewhere will gainsay it, or at least 
breathe an imputation agajnst ut. | repeat, the 
question between us, and the only one I will 
argue now, is, whether itis allowable, customary, 
or proper, to make these appropriations in this 
bill. The Committee of Ways and Means have 
found a place here in this bill for the Atlantic and 
Gulf custom-houses; and this House, without a 
word of objection or opposition, have allowed 
them to remain there. And this House has voted 
in the appropriations for Richmond. Why, sir, 
is not this bill as fitting a place for these custom- 
houses, for which I speak, as it is for the salt water 
ones? And I repeat, that, if you will go back, 
you will find jthat every appropriation that has 
ever been made for a cimilar object has been made 
in a general appropriation bill, and not in a spe- 
cific bill. Itis true, a bill providing specifically 
for these houses, and their completion, has been 
drawn by me, and reported, as | have already 
stated, during the present session; but any one, 
who knows anything about the machinery of this 
House, knows that it is impossible to get sepa- 
rate action this year upon that separate bill. It 
was not for any reason such as that which in- 
duced me to opvose these custom-house appro- 
priations in the deficiency bill. It was for want 
of these restrictions to accompany them. Butno 
such objection rests upon them in this bill. I 
myself drew these restrictions, limitations, condi- 
tions, and guards, and drew them so that the 
Secretary of the Treasury could not overstep their 
limits and boundaries in the exercise of an 
claimed or assumed prerogative of his, without 
having the law staring him directly and squarely 
in the face, and so that, if he should overstep 
them, he could not have the plea of ignorance or 
uncertainty in the line of his duty in this regard, 
should he be brought to trial on an impeachment 
for violating its plain and obvious provisions. That 
is the proper ground on which, in my judgment, 
to place these matters; and with it | was willin 
then, and am willing now, to have them plac 
in this appropriation bill. I would not have voted 
for some of these as original propositions; bat 
having been commenced, [ do not think we should 
abandon them; it seems to me very bad hus- 


| bandry. Sir, I do not understand how it is that 


economical gentlemen can blindly, and, on a ver- 
dant faith, vote for millions to acquire foreign ter- 
ritory, barren rocks, and impassable deserts from 
Mexico, outside of this Republic, and yet find 
such unconquerable and stubborn scruples against 


| voting this poor pittance for the benefit of the 


| States. 
as of custom-houses on the Atlantic coast; but I 


am of the opinion the gentleman may follow the |, 


water down from Richmond over one hundred 


commercial and domestic interests of these United 
How can these things be, and not excite 
our special wonder? 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I want to makea sugges- 
tion t the gentleman from New York, and to the 





_ 


I have taken | 


other members of the committee, 
no part in this controversy which is going on, 
and which has been so ably conducted by other 
gentlemen. It will be recollected that early in 
the present session, the House, on my motion, 
called upon the Secretary of the Treasury for in- 
formation as to all those custom-houses whose 
expenditares exceeded the receipts. That docu- 
ment has been furnished to the House; and if 
gentlemen will look atit, they will find that there 
are fifty, and probebly one hundred custom- 
houses, in the country, which annually cost us 
more than all the revenue which is collected at 
them. It seems to me that this is an evil which 
should be remedied. I intended to move, and if 
the gentleman from New York will allow. me, | 
will now move {bat this bill be recommitted to 
the Committee 6f Ways and Means, with in- 
atructions for them to report a provision abolish- 
ing all those custom-houses which, during a pe- 
riod of say five years—for it would be unjust to 
take a shorter perjod—had caused an expenditure 
for the collection of customs greater than the re- 
ceiptsat such custom-houses. You will find upon 
examination that there are custom-houses where 
the expenditure exceeds the receipts by more than 
ten to one. This is doing a pretty business If 
a business man found he was losing a thousand 
doflars where he was making ten by an operation, 
would not he be likely to abandon it? =| propose 
therefore, that the Secretary of the Treasury shall 
ascertain, and report at the next session of Con- 

ress, what custom-houses do not pay the cost of 

eeping them up. Let us abolish them, and we 
shall then have more money to spend for those 
which it is necessary for us to maintain. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. If the gentle- 
man will allow me, I will suggest to him that in 
many of these places all the custom-house machi- 
nery is necessary to prevent smuggling. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. 1 have heard that objec- 
tion again and again, On inquiry, 1 have come 
to the conclusion that there is not the slightest 
force in it. 
keeping up a custom-house on that account. | 
admit that there is necessity for revenue officers 
at some of these points, to prevent smuggling. 

Mr. PERKINS, of New York. Will the gen- 
tleman yield me the floor for a moment to makea 
suggestion ? 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Ina little while, when I 
have got through with the point on which I now 


am. 

Mr. McMULLIN. Iobject. If the gentleman 
yields, let him yield altogether; butin my recollec- 
tion he only holds the floor by the indulgence of 
the gentleman from New York. 

r. CLINGMAN. It may be that custom- 
house officers may be necessary at some points to 
prevent smuggling. They are not necessary at 
all these places. If they are, however, the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury can report that fact to the 
. next Congress, which may determine whether or 
not it will keep up these offices there for that pur- 

se alone. 

The SPEAKER. With the permission of the 
gentleman occupying the floor, the Chair will in- 
quire whether a motion has been made to recom- 
mit the bill? 

Mr. HAVEN. It has not been made. 
not intend to allow it to be made while I am in 
the possession of the floor. 

r. CLINGMAN. I only suggested that, if 
permitted, | wouid move to recommit the bill, so 
that the committee might have an opportunity to 
reéxamine its provisions. 

Mr. HAVEN. Mr. Speaker, it happens to be 
my fortune to be drawn out much longer in my 
remarks than | expected, by other gentlemen 
** pitching in,”’ as the phrase is, as I go along. I 
do not intend, while I have the floor, to allow a 
motion to be made to recommit this bill. I intend 
to ask the House, with whatever feeble influence 
I have—and | know that it does not extend beyond 
the length of my own arms—to vote on this amend- 
ment immediately, and then to go to a vote upon 
the bill itself,and have the matter dis of 
before the hour hand reaches three on the face of 
the clock. There is no use in delay. Sir, this 
voting and reconsidering, and voting again, in my 
judgment, betrays infirmity of pur on 
the of honorable sparen here. Is it not 
: ~ of child’s play? I hope it will be aban- 

oned. 


There is no reason on earth for: 


E CONG 


But | only rose for the purpose of putting my- | 
self right before the House and the country, and | 
allowing those gentlemen who have been rather | 
closely crowded on the subject of these custom- 
houses, a slight hearing, though under most un- 
promising and discouraging circumstances. 

Now, | am not entirely willing to yield my as- | 
sent to the proposition made by the gentlemen | 
who claim to be so exclusively economical in ref- 
erence to this subject, although I claim to be as 
economical a voter as any man may well be in 
pradence, and ought to be in justice on this floor. 
Why should you, in all cases, and under all cir- 
cumstances, abolish or refuse custom-houses, | 
where less revenue is collected than is paid out, | 
any more than you should abolish post offices 
under like circumstances, any more than you 
should abolish your courts and court-houses, 
(where you have any,) or any more than you 
should get rid of any other institution necessary 
in the proper management of the business of the || 
country, and which costs money to keep it up? 
Why, sir, this is nota dollar and cent Govern- 
ment entirely. 1 would be frugal, and not prodi- 
gal, but | would not try and hide all the great in- 
terests, sympathies, and destiny of this country || 
under a coined dollar | 

Mr. CLINGMAN. The only object for a 
custom-house, that | know of, is to get revenue. 
Post offfces are to enableeverybody to avail them- 
selves of the facilities of easy and rapid correspond- 
ence through the mails, &c. As I have already | 
said, that, if there be any special reason for a cus- 
tom-house at any one point, the Secretary of the 
Treasury can report that fact to Congress at its 
nextsession. But gentlemen will find, on inquiry, 
that there area number of little custom-houses all | 
along the coast very close to large ones; that they | 
do no business at all, and that it would be no great 
hardship to oblige ships to go to the niain houses. | 

Mr. HAVEN. I hear these explanations with 
great pleasure. Yet I shall not get through with 
what I wish to say, if | permit further interrup- 
tions; and | now give notice that | shall not yield 
the floor again to any gentleman until | have fin- 
ished. 

The suggestion whith has been 
seems to me, will hardly ‘‘stand fire. 


just made, it 

*’ I would ask 

| the gentleman |[Mr. Ciineman] whether he would | 
have these officers removed from places which do | 


notamply pay? Those places would be the very 


ones, after such removals, where goods would be | 
|| smuggled, and the country cheated of its reve- 


| gentlemen of this House to come to a vote on 


nues. If you keep men at such places you must || 
also have conveniences for them, headquarters, | 
offices, &. Now, sir, what | wes going to add, || 


| when interrupted, and it will finish up what I have 


to say in reference to this matter, was, to ask the | 
these propositions. Let there be no more delay | 
or indecision about it. All have made up their || 
minds on it undgubtedly. I have made up my || 
own mind days ago; and, whilel claim to be, and | 
think I am, prudent in reference to things of this || 
class, yet these custom-houses, having been en- || 
tered upon and partially completed, as I have | 
already said, 1 am willing to vote these appropria- || 


| tions, less in amount than those in this bill for | 


| New Orleans, Charleston, and Richmond. 
I do || 


Lam || 
willing to vote, and, for one, 1 will vote, to make | 


|| a finality of it, to close up this matter, and finish || 


| these custom- houses according to the recommenda- | 
tion of the Secretary of the Treasury, and not || 


| friendless custom-houses. 


| 


| 


| ness upon this subject on the part of honorable 


1] 
i} 


leave them to be patched and propped up against 
the storm, and the important papers and records 
of the country to be protected and kept dry by 
the shiftless interposition of old hats and bundles 
of rags in the windows of these neglected and 
this sensitive- 


gentlemen here, who vote money without stint 
and without limit, ‘* without a why or a where- 
fore,’? in other cases, where the western and 
northern commercial and domestic interests of the 
country are not concerned? Can it be because 
gentlemen who pretend to be friends of the Ad- 
ministration are, in fact, opposed to it, that they 
are unwilling to sustain the recommendations of 
the Secretary of the Treasury? 

I have sometimes fancied that it really might be 
hostility to the Administration which created this 
unaccountable hostility to the recommendations of 
the Secretary of the Treasury. Upon that hy- 
pothesis I can explain the action of gentlemen. 


RESON AL LORS. 


| thing we have failed to 
|| to see there. 


. have put into the bill to make it unacceptable, yp. 


July 7, 
It would to be quite certain that this 
sition to the bill must be founded either upon 
thing that we have put ingo the bill UNpalatable 
to gentlemen upon the other side, or upon 
t in which they desire 
1 cannot discover anything that w. 


less it be these custom-house appropriations, Which 
a majority here have voted for, at least, on foy, 


| different occasions, separately; in fact, we hay 


all shown an unusual attachment to these houses 
It would seem, then, that this great repugnance ang 
aversion to the bill must rest upon something w. 
have failed to put in. Nothing of that class oceyry 
to me, except that we refused to allow the Pregj, 
dent to appoint the geen ee elty 
police officers of the city of Washington. ir, | 
am a very liberal man, but I could hardly go 1) 
that extreme. | am quite content that the worth 
Mayor, however elected, should appoint his ow, 
police officers; any other course would smack top 
strong in favor of the doctrine of intervention 
even for me. 

In conclusion, however, Mr. Speaker, alloy 
me to add that | hope the House, whatever vot 
they may give upon these custom-houses and this 


|, bill, will, at least, do me the justice to remember 


that the stand I have taken on these custom-house 


| appropriations from the beginning, and which | 


occupy now, is, that I will not vote this money, 
and trust it to a loose, shiftless, and unregulated 
discretion, without guard, check, limitation, or re. 
striction; but with these guards, checks, limits. 


_ tions, and restrictions, I will vote money to com. 


plete what the wisdom of prior Congresses have 
induced them to commence and prosecute nearly 
to acompletion. I am ready now to vote, 

Mr. PRESTON. We who are in favor of this 
amendment have received but little toleration from 
the gentlemen opposed to its passage. | would 


| not again offer any remarks relative to the matter, 
| if the five minutes I asked in vain from the gentle. 


man from South Carolina, [Mr. Orr,] who took 


' the initiative this morning in reviving the bill, 


had been granted to me; but, contrary to his usual 


| courtesy, the favor I demanded was denied. If 


this amendment be reconsidered and rejected, and 
the custom-houses again expunged from the bill, 


| this House will, fora second time, stultify itself by 


retracing its course, and revoking grants for neces 
sary public works, after each item in the amend- 
ment has been separately discussed, and separalely 
adopted. 
he gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Ona} . 

attributes the failure of the bill, yesterday, to the 
insertion of the amendment in alae to custom- 
houses. After the action of this House he has no 
grounds for the assertion, and I reiterate, in no 
spirit of banter, that it was one of the elements of 
vitality that the bill possessed, and yet possesses. 
It has been the fashion in this discussion, for some 
gentlemen to leave the true issue presented for 
the consideration of the body, which is simply 
whether we will grant these additional sums” 
render fire-proof, and properly complete, thes 


_ buildings, and denounce the original appropri 


tions made for the custom-houses in the West. | 
dissent entirely from this opinion. None of these 
fall within that class of custom-houses alluded 
by the gentleman from North Carolina, [Mr. 
Ciineman,] who stated that some of them do a0 
pay the expenses of their maintenance and admit 
istration. There are some falling within this dt 


| scription apt the Atlantic coast, but none in tht 
| valley of the 


Mississippi. 
The custom-house at St. Louis, which has been 
sneered at, pays into the Federal Treasury mort 


than $300,000 a year, and is increasing every hou 
_ in its contributions to the revenue, and yet 


tlemen decry it as a western custom-house, W 
they are willing to vote liberal appropriations fot 
those on the Atlantic coast which do not yield * 
tenth of the sum. The original object of the #p- 
propriations made for their construction was 
afford to the cities of the West the facilities for* 
direct trade with foreign countries, and diffuse 8 
bencfits. Many of the most eminent citizens 
Sou:h Carolina, not many years since t to 
decentralize othe oat direct edas that - ae 
possesses, y opening eirow 

ton to Louisville and Cincinnati, to divert south 
ward the vast trade of the valley of the Ohio. 
The endeavor was legitimate and commendable; 
and why should the cities of the West be ce® 

. 
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sured, if from similar motives, they seek to estab- | proper eagerness if he had accepted them at the | 
jish a direct trade with Europe and foreign coun- || last hour, before retiring from office. 
tries, and ask for the requisite commercial facili- | The contracts not having been accepted and 
ties? ae | closed by Mr. Corwin, Mr. Guthrie, after he en- 
To illustrate the advantages of this direct trade, || tered office, a new advertisements for 
| would remark that the present condition of the || other proposals. ‘The old bids were somewhere 
trade of St. Louis affords us an example. If we || between $162,000 and $179,000. In the interim, 
take the duties at an average of twenty per cent., || the rise in the price of labor and materials, and 
and estimate the profits received by the importing || some additional work which was necessary to 
merchants in the great Eastern cities at only ten || complete the building, made the new contracts 
er cent., then, if St. Louis pays in round num- || some $40,000; and this is the sum the Secretary 
oh $300,000 a year in tariff duties on $1,500,000 || now asks. | cannot certainly answer the a 
of imports, then that city escapes factorages and | of the gentleman from Tennessee, (Mr. Jones, } 
the profits of importers to the amount of $150,000 | but I think he may be right. He describes the 
er annum, and soon in proportion, as the profits | locality of the custom-house at Louisville cor- 
of the importer on the Atlantic are above ten | rectly. It stands at the corner of two streets; but 
per cent. The same remarks will apply to the | the other two sides are exposed to view; and if 
trade of Pittsburg, Cincinnati, and Louisville, | the fact stated by the gentleman from Tennessee 
and the consequence is, thata large directforeign | (Mr. Jones] is correct, that this money is needed 
trade has already been established by these | by the architect for the stone facing of the wall, 
cities, and hundreds of thousands are now paid by | it undoubtedly should be granted. If only two 
them annually into the Treasury of the United | sides of the building are faced with stone, it would 
States, when, five years since, they had no foreign | be as absurd a botch asa linen shirt with a cot- 
trade, nor did they pay any revenue to the Gov- | ton bosom. I have had no correspondence with 
ernment. the architect, and therefore cannot answer def- 
{ am happy to say, in this connection, that un- | initely his inquiry. 
less my memory deceives me, the Representatives | Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, (interrupting.) If 
from New York and the eastern commercial cities, | I mistake not, it was one of the remarks of the 
have, with great generosity and liberality, hereto- || present Secretary, that it looked like botch-work. 
fore assisted the southwest in these endeavors, | Mr. PRESTON. The idea may be the Secre- 
while the most strenuous opposition we have en- | tary’s, but I claim a patent for the illustration. | 
countered, has cume from the gentlemen of the || (Laughter.} 
southern Atlantic States. Mr. JONES. The gentleman may wear shirts 








The most vigorous and | 


unrelenting adversary we have had, is my friend || all of one piece; but if he will examine the mem- | 


from the Rockbridge district of Virginia, [Mr. | bers of this House, he will find that most of them 
Lercuer,] who represents a constituency in the | wear cotton shirts with linen bosoms; and he will 
mountains, who know little of ships or steam- || find, also, that ninety-nine outof a hundred of his 
boats, and for aught I know, imagine a custom- || constituents do the same thing. [Renewed laugh- 
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house to be some sort of commercial monster, and 
yet he lectures us in the West upon our com- || 
mercial interests, and opposes appropriations || 
necessary to our wants. 

For my own part, I concur in the view of the 
gentleman from Missouri, (Mr. Benton,] and | 
think if we do construct these custom-houses, we | 
should not build them so that they may burn | 
down, but so that they may not burndown. Ido 
not wish that they shall remain the es 
monuments of an unwise parsimony, but selid, || 
useful, and enduring testimonials of the wisdom | 
and power of the Republic. The gentleman from 
Tennessee, [Mr. Jones,] who seems governed by 
an indiscriminate economy, says that if these ap- 
propriations were needed te build good, sound, sub- 
stantial buildings, he would vote for them, but that 


| 


he understands they were all for ornamental work. |: 


I do not so understand the matter; as we are in- 
formed by the Secretary of the Treasury that the 
money is necessary for the solidity and safety of | 
the buildings. But even if the money is needed 
for appropriate architectural ornaments, | am not 
opposed to giving it. Would the gentleman have | 
us absolutely reject the ornamental and the beau- | 
tiful in our public buildings? Are we to have all | 
the walls doe public buildings destitute of all | 
architectural embellishment, and as plain as those 
of a powder magazine? 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I will ask the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky, if the custom-house at 
Louisville is not on the corner of a square, two 
sides of it fronting two streets, and the other two 
sides fronting narrow alleys? I ask him if the | 
appropriations heretofore made for it, are not suf- | 
ficient to finish that building in a fire-proof man- 
ner, with granite and marble fronts on the streets, 
and with brick on the walls facing the alleys? | 
And I ask him, whether this additional appropri- | 
ation is not to put the same material on th 


facing those alleys as on the walls facing the | 
streets? | 


ter. 

ie. PRESTON. The gentleman exactly mis- 
takes. I said a linen shirt with a cotton bosom. 
My illustration, my idea is, that to put such a 


| mean front to such a good building would be like 


putting a cotton bosom to a linen shirt. 

But, sir, | must be on my guard, or [ will be 
led off as the gentleman from New York was by 
the gentleman from South Carolina, [Mr. Orr,] 
by the blandishments of the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee; and | must confine myself to matters rel- 
evant to the amendment. I stated that the grow- 
| ing foreign trade of the valley of the Mississippi 
required the extension of this machinery of com- 
| merce to that region, and that none of the custom- 
| houses in it fell within the animadversion of the 
gentleman from North Carolina, [Mr. Ciineman,} 
that they were not able to pay the cost of their 
| maintenance. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. As my friend alludes to 
this subject again, | would like to make a sugges- 
| tion in reply to the remarks of the gentleman from 
| New York, [Mr. Haven.] 

Mr. PRESTON. I would cheerfully give way 
to, the gentleman from North Carolina, (Mr. 
Cuiineman,} but I know he will excuse me until 
I can offer some remarks in addition before I 
resume my seat. J find it very difficult, under this 
style of debate, to adhere to the subject; for no 
| sooner is one topic presented than some gentleman 
| broaches another; and no sooner do I advance a 
| proposition that might possibly benefit my cause, 
or trouble its adversaries, than some one of them 
rises and opens some irrelevant matter to decoy 


| copse to another to allure the hunter from the 
neighborhood of her nest. 

he gentleman from South Carolina, [Mr. 
| Orr,] in reply to the inquiries as to the motive 


Mobile and the western custom-houses are ob- 





Mr. PRESTON. In reply to the questions of | 
the gentleman from Tennessee, I will say, that, as | 
to the custom-house at Louisville, the Secretary | 
of the Treasury had money enough a year ago, 
in all poe, to complete the building. The 
preced 


ng Secretary (Mr. Corwin] would not close || mouth 


the contracts at the last hours of his official term, 
because it might have been thought that he exhib- 
ited an undue anxiety in doingso. This! consid- 
ered in him a commendable delicacy. He did not 
act upon these contracts, although the bids for the 
Louisville custom-house were in, and covered by 


the appropriations, because, as | have said, it || custom-h iation. 
ieht' be consi hime te’ ; m-house appropriation 


he had shown an im- 


jected to, says that Richmond is on the Atlantic 
coast, and the others are inland; and says that 
Richmond is thirty or forty miles from the sea. 
This is a singular guimieghieal mistake. Rich- 
mond is more than a hundred miles from the 
of James river. I am not o ed to the 
Richmond house, nor do I make this allusion in 
any unfriendly spirit. I have voted for the ap- 
propriation to her custom-house, and would is 
so again. 

Mr. ORR. If the gentleman will allow me, I 
will say that I did not vote for the Richmond 


for it. 


me from the place, as a partridge flutters from one | 


I only apologized 


163 








Mr. PRESTON. Very well. The gentleman 


| did not vote for the appropriation for the customi- 


house at Richmond, but he admits it to the bene- 
fits of the bill from which he desires to exclude 
us, and to assist the parliamentary tactics by which 
he proposes to revive this bill, and make this 
House to-day reject the very appropriations they 
deliberately granted yesterday, and we are again 
to reverse our whole action to conform to the 
opinion of a part of the Committee of Ways 
and Means. [shall not vote for any such course, 
and | trust the House will not, unless some better 
reason is assigned than we have heard. 

Now, what is the fact in regard to Mobile? Is 
Mobile further from the Atlantic than Richmond; 
for distance from the Atlantic seems to be made 
the touchstone by which these appropriations are 
to be regulated ? 

Mr. ORR. When I spoke of the Atlantic I 
included the Gulf. Of course the same reasoning 
will apply to one that applies to the other. Ves- 
sels come directly from foreign countries to ports 
on both. 

Mr. PRESTON. I ask the gentleman whether 
he considers the commerce upon our inland seas, 
as Mr. Calhoun styled the western lakes and 
rivers, of sufficient importance to entitle them to 
these facilities? 

Mr. ORR. ‘Sufficient unto the day isthe evil 
thereof.’’ When a question comes up which shail 
make it necessary to determine whether the Mis- 
sissippi river is an inland sea, I shall take great 

pleasure in answering the gentleman’s question. 

Mr. PRESTON. Well, sir, it comes simply 
to this, that the Atlantic custom-houses are to be 
put in, and the western custom-houses are to be 
put out. Notwithstanding the Administration 
have recommended these appropriations, notwith- 
standing the Senate have ihe them by in- 
serting them in the deficiency bill, notwithstanding 
we have twice inserted them, once in the deficiency 
bill, and once in this, by votes in the committee 
and in the House upon yeas and nays, and not- 
withstanding the Committee of Ways and Means 
| have themselves approved and recommended these 
appropriations in a separate bill, yet we are still 
told that it is improper to provide for these appro- 

yriations here, but that they should be rejected, 

his, sir, has been the very bill upon which all 

| appropriations for these custom-houses, and all that 

| have ever been erected on the Atlantic coast, were 

ingrafted. There never was, in all the legislation 

of the past sixty-five years, any other vehicle for 

such grants. The Committee of Ways and Means, 

| for the first time it has ever been done, have re- 

| ported a em bill, and we are ordered to wait 

for that. e know, sir, we never will reach that 

bill. To use the forcible illustration of the gen- 

tleman from Missouri, [Mr. Bewron,] when we 

|| desire to provide for the completion of the weat- 

ern custom-houses, the chairman of the Commit- 

| tee of Ways and Means gravely informs us that 

| the seats are occupied, and shuffles us from place 

to place like the landlord of a crowded hotel, and 

| in the end we find all of the Atlantic custom- 

| houses comfortably provided for, and our western 
| appropriations left in the lurch. 

Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman surely would 
not put me in a false position. If he will reflect 
for one moment, he will recollect that, in every in- 
| stance, during the present session of Congress, I 

have opposed those appropriations alone upon the 

ground that I did not believe them to be neces- 
sary. That is the ground upon which I oppose 
them-‘now. I do not believe they are necessary; 
|| but if they are to be made, I do not care what bill 


e walls || for retaining in the bill the Richmond custom- | they are attached to. I do,not care whether they 
house appropriation, while the sums given to | 


| are made on this or any other bill. 
|| Mr. PRESTON. I admit that the gentleman 
|| has been constantly opposed to these appropria- 
| tions, and upon the grounds pas by pe and 
} am glad to learn that he is indifferent which bill 
| contains the amendment, if it is determined to in- 
ert it. Now I come to this point: Nobody can 
‘doubt that there has been a feeling of dissatisfac- 
| tion against the Secretary of the Treasury, and 
his estimates. Now, when the gentleman from 
| Kentucky (Mr. Srawron] got up this mornings he 
|| surprised me by réprcaching the seventeen W higs 
who voted for the custon-house amendment; and 
os refused to vote for the bill on its final passoge; 


ing it as a reason for the alteration of 
his vote. 


I would ask him what did the remainder 
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a — I 
of the friends of the custom-Houses do? They | 


and | voted for the bill. 


not as many of the friends of the custom-houses 
in proportion who voted for the bill, as there were | 
Democrats who voted for it, and were the seven- 
teen Whigs who, as he says, voted against the 
bill, a larger number in proportion to our strength 
than of Democrats who voted to amend the bill, 
and afterwards voted against it? Asa matter of | 
course, a bill like this, in its transit through the 
Hiouse, must always add friends and create ene- 
mies, and any perfect consolidation of vote is not | 
to be anticipated. 

There are some other considerations warranting 
these appropriations, as the buildings will notonly 
serve as custom-houses, but will afford the requi- 
site courtrooms for the United States courts, 
post offices, surveyors’ offices, &c. But I will | 
pretermit any allusion to these topics as in some 
former remarks | mentioned them; but, sir, I will 
fay that the sums which will be saved in theshape 
of exemption from rents to the United States Gov- | 
ernment will, almost in themselves, justify these 
appropriations, apart from the use of the buildings 
to which I have before alluded. 

Mr. PRESTON demanded the previous ques- 
tion. 

Mr. BENTON. With the gentleman’s per- 
mission, | would say a few words. 

Mr. PRESTON. I yield the gentleman the 
floor, as | promised so to do. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can yield | 
for explanation, but not for a speech. 

Mr. PRESTON. I yield the floor temporarily, | 
still retaining my right to it. 

Mr. BENTON. This seems to be the case of 
Jonah. Jonah, we all have heard, was thrown 
overboard to save the ship; but there was a whale 
hard by, which received him, and took him to | 
land. Now, whether there is any whale bere to | 
save these custom-houses, is more than I am able 
tosay. But certain it is, sir, that we are in the 
condition of Jonah and the ship. Throw him 
overboard to save the ship, was the cry. So, 
throw these custom-houses overboard, to save the 
general appropriation bill. It was said that it 
was the last ounce that broke the camel’s back; 
but what is this ounce for the river custom-houses 
compared with the amount in the bill, and com- 
pore with the appropriations carried through 

ere to bolster up Santa Anna? It is an ounce | 
compared to tons, with what is in the bill, and 
what is carried through here like a flash. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I rise to a question of 
order. The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. | 
Preston} being entitled to the floor, has no right 
to transfer it to the gentleman from Missouri ex- 
cept for explanation. 

The SPEAKER, That is the rule of the 
House; and, being called on to execute it, the 
Chair must decide the course of remark indulged 
in by the gentleman from Missouri out of order. 

Mr. PRESTON. Iam a little surprised at the 
call to order. I yielded the floor to the gentleman 
from Missouri because | had made statements in | 
relation to a matter in which he and his constituents | 
are deeply interested; and I desired to afford him | 
an opportunity to make an explanation of the | 
matter. 
to every gentleman upon this floor. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from 
Kentucky desire to appeal from the decision of 
the Chair? 

Mr. PRESTON. No, sir; [ intend to proceed 
with my remarks. If the gentleman from Mis- | 
souri desires the floor for explanation, my time is | 
again at his service; and if he transgresses the 
rules of order, I shall again claim my time. 

Mr. BENTON. 
speak of the custom-house in my own city, I am 
willing to give up the floor. I shall make no false 


[t is a privilege which has been accorded } 


If it is objected that [ shall | 





pretenses. I do not desire to make any personal 
eee 

he SPEAKER. The Chair is very well sat- 
isfied that the gentleman from Missouri will not 


attach blame to the Speaker for the execution of 
the rule. 


Mr. BENTON. 1 was not making a 
explanation, and I shall tell no lie about it. 
_ The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to know 
if the gentleman from Missouri objects to the 


rsonal 


| 
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Mr. BENTON. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mis- 
souri, then, is evidently out of order. 

Mr. PRESTON. Ihave said all I desire to say 
upon this subject. It strikes me that about an 
equal number of gentlemen have been heard upon 
both sides. After the gentleman from Missouri 
has been denied a right which has been accorded 
this morning, and for years, in this Hall, I feel 
inclined to terminate this debate, and, therefore, 
I demand the previous question. 

Mr. McMULLIN. I rise toa privileged ques- 
tion. I move that the House resolve itself into a 
Committee of the Whole House on the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. ORR. I do not rise to make any remarks 
in reference to the question under consideration; 
but | ask the gentleman from Kentucky to with- 


draw the demand for the previous question, that | 


I may say a single word of explanation. 

Mr. LETCHER. 
the gentleman from Kentucky to give me an op- 
portunity for a single word of reply. 

Mr. PRESTON. I do not feel inclined to 
withdraw it. 

Mr. McMULLIN. If gentlemen think they 
can dispose of this bill to-day, | will withdraw my 
motion to go iritto a Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar. 

The motion was accordingly withdrawn. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair desires to correct 


himself in respect to a point of order in this im- | 


mediate connection. Jt has been the custom—as 
gentlemen here know—under the operation of the 
previous question, to reconsider the votes upon 
amendments to bills before the body. ‘The Chair 
intimated, and repeated to-day, that, under the cir- 
cumstances connected with this bill, such motions 
to reconsider amendments could not be in order, 


except as to the amendment then pending befere | 


the body; and that if the previous question were 


sustained, the House would be bound to vote first || 


upon the adoption of the pending amendment, and 
then upon the engrossment of the bill. The Chair 


decides, that, aceording to the practice of the House, | 
it is competent, notwithstanding that the previous | 


question may have been ordered, to reconsider 


other amendmerts that have been adopted by the | 


House to this bill. 


The previous question was then seconded, and | 


the main question’ was ordered to be put, being 
‘* Shall the pending amendment be adopted ?”’ 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Illinois. On that 
question I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SEWARD. I should like to know what 
amendment it is that is now pending? 

The SPEAKER. It is in relation to the St. 
Louis, Louisville, and other custom-houses; 


and the question is, ‘** Shall that amendment be || 


adopted ?’ 
Mr. COBB. 1 


question is not divisible? 
that? 


The SPEAKER. The Chair has no doubt at | 


all about it. It is not divisible. That is the rule. 
Mr. COBB. I had hoped that the Chair would 
change his opinion in that respect. 


The question was then taken; and it was de-| 
'| cided in the affirmative—yeas 77, nays 74; as 


follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Ashe, Banks, Bell, Ben- 
nett, Benson, Benton, Bliss, Carpenter, Caruthers, Caskie, 


| Chandler, Clark, Corwin, Curtis, Cutting, Thomas Davis, 










Dick, Disney, Eastman, Edmands, Everhart, Farley, Fen- 
ton, Flagler, Florence, Franklin, Fuller, Green, Aaron 
Harlan, Harrison, Haven, Henn, Hill, Howe, Johnson, 
Kerr, Kidwell, Knox, Latham, Lindley, Lindsley, Mace, 
Matteson, Mayall, Middleswarth, John G. Miller, Morgan, 
Norton, Mordecai Oliver, Parker, Phillips, Preston, Reese, 


Riddle, David Ritchie, Rogers, Russell, Sabin, Sapp, Shan- | 


non, Gerrit Smith, Frederick P. Stanton, Hestor L. Ste- 
vens, John L. Taylor, Nathaniel G. Taylor, Thurston, 


Upham, Wade, Walbridge, Walley, Ellihu B. Washburne, | 


Israel Washburn, John Wentworth, Wheeler, Yates, and 
Zollicoffer—77. 

NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, James C. Allen, Willis Allen, 
Barksdale, Becock, Boyee, Bridges, Brooks, Chamberlain, 
Chastain, Churchwell, Clingman, Cobb, Colquitt, John’G. 
Davis, Dawson, Dent, Dowdell, Edmundson, Ellison, Eng- 
lish, Faulkner, Goode, Greenwood, Grow, Hastings, Hen- 
dricks, Hillyer, Houston, Daniel T. Jones, George W. 
nes, Reiland Jones, Kittredge, Lamb, Letcher, Lilly, 
McCulloch, MeMullin, McNair, McQueen, Maxwell, Mill- 
son, Morrison, Murray, Nichols, Noble, Olds, Orr, Packer, 
Bishop Perkins, John Perkins, Powell, Pratt, Puryear, 
Ready, Ruffin, Seward, Seymour, Shaw, Shower, Singie- 


I have not made any personal 
|| explanation, and I am not going to do it. 
1 have not made the calculation; but were there || 


I should like to appeal to |) 


desire to know whether the | 
Speaker adheres to his former decision, that the | 
Does he still stick to | 
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ton, Samuet! A. Smith, William Smith, William R. Smith 
George W. Smyth, Richard H. Stanton, Stratton Joby 
J. Taylor, Trout, Vail, Vansant, Walsh, and Danie} k 
Wright—74. . 


So the amendment was adopted. 

| Mr. DENT. I rise to a privileged question 

I voted against the appropriation for the Litj, 
Falls bridge over the Paces, I learn from the 

friends of that measure that its merits were no, 

properly considered, or that it should—— 

The SPEAKER, (interrupting.) The gentle. 
man must kpow that debate is not in order. 

Mr. DENT Very well; I will say nothing 
more about it. But I move to reconsider the voi 
by which the appropriation of $75,000 for the 
Little Falls bridge was rejected. 

Having made that motion, I desire to ask , 
question of the Chair. 

Have I a right, with the view of saving the time 
of the House, to call for the previous question on 
my proposition ? 

The SPEAKER. The previous question jg 
already operating, and no debate is in order, The 
vote must be taken without debate. 

Mr. WALSH. lask forthe yeas and nays 
on that motion. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. - 
Mr. SMITH, of Virginia, called for tellers, 
Tellers were not ordered. 
The question was then taken on Mr. Denr’s 
motion; and it was disagreed to. 
The question then recurred upon ordering the 
bill to be engrossed and read a third time. 
| Mr. HENN. I wish to inquire of the Chair 
\"whether, on a motion to reconsider a vote, there 
is any chance to amend or debate? 

The SPEAKER. None whatever. 

Mr. HENN. I understood the Chair had re. 
versed his former decision. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair decides that it is 
in order to move to reconsider any vote taken 
yesterday under the operation of the previous 
question; but it must be done without debate. 

Mr. PERKINS, of Louisiana. I wish to move 
\| to reconsider the appropriation of $4,800 for the 
|| London consulship. 

The SPEAKER. Was that acted upon yes- 
terday ? 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. It was in the ori- 
ginal bill, and was not an amendment at all. 
The SPEAKER. That being so, it cannot be 
reconsidered. 
| Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I move to recon- 
sider the vote by which,the thirty-eighth amend- 
ment was agreed to; and upon my motion | ask 
the yeas and nays. 

The thirty-eighth amendment was as follows: 

For books voted to the members of the Thirty-Third 
Congress by the joint resolution of 24th February, 184, 
and the resolution of the House of the 26th June, 184, 
$199,510 87. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The motion to reconsider was then put; and dis- 
agreed go. 

Mr. WENTWORTH, of Illinois. I move to 
econsider all the other amendments which were 
dopted yesterday. voted for them all; and I 
_ lso move to lay the motion to reconsider upon 
| the table, so that we may get at the passage of 

the bill. 
| The SPEAKER. The Chair cannot entertain 

the proposition. A motion to reconsider all at the 
| same time is not in order. 


} The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and 
| read a third time; and being engrossed, was sub- 
| sequently read the third time. 

r. WENTWORTH, of Illinois. I move the 


| previous question upon the passage of the bill. 
The previous question was seconded, and the 
|| main question ordered to be now put. 
| Mr. BRIDGES. I demand the yeas and nays 
on the passage of the bill. 
| The yeas and nays were ordered. weer 
The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 92—nays 67; as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Abercrombie, Aiken, Appleton, Ashe, 
eee ee Bell, ey 5 ene pe oy tems 
arpenter, ers ’ 
Clark, Curtis’ Cutting, Thomas Davie, De Witt, Dick, 
Disney, Edmands, Eiesedem,; Everhart, Farley, Faulk- 
ner, Fenton, Florence, Franklin, Fuller, Giddings, Goode, 
Green, Greenwood, Aaron Harlan, Harrison, Haven, Henn, 
Houston, Howe, Ingersoll, Johnson, Roland Jones, Kerr, 


Kidwell, Kittredge, Latham, Lindley, Lindsley, May; 
Mayall, John G. Miller, Millson, Noble, Mordecai Oliver, 
Orr, Packer, Phel 


. , Riddle. 
David Ritchie, can tabapy” Sabin, Sapp, Seymour, 
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shannon, Shower, Gerrit Smith, Samuel A. Smith, William 
R. Smith, George W. Smyth, Frederick P. Stanton, Rich- 
rd H. Stanton, Hestor L. Stevens, David Stuart, John L. 
Taylor, Thurston, Upham, Wade, Walbridge, Watker, 
Walley, Israel Washburn, John Wentworth, Westbrook, | 
veler—92. 

a Ny o--Beumes: James C. Allen, Barksdale, Bocock, 
poyee, Bridges, Chamberlain, Chastain, Churchwell,Cling- 
man, Cobb, Colquitt, Corwin, John G. Davis, Dent, Dow- 
jell, Eastman, Eddy, English, Flagler, Grow, Hastings, 
Hendricks, Hill, Hillyer, Daniel 'T. Jones, George W. 
Jones, Knox, Lamb, Letcher, Lilly, McCulloch, MeMullin, 
McNair, McQueen, Mace, Macy, Matteson, Maxwell, 
Middleswarth, Morgan, Murray, Nichols, Nortou, Olds, 
parker, Bishop Perkins, Johu Perkins, Powell, Puryear, 
Ready, Ruffin, Russell, Seward, Shaw, Singleton, Stratton, 
Andrew Stuart, John J. Taylor, Nathaniel -G. Taylor, 
Trout, Vail, Vansant, Walsh, Ellinu B.Washburne, Daniel 
B. Wright, Yates, and Zollicofter—67. 


So the bill was passed. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
A message was received from the Senate, by 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Saturpay, July 8, 1854. 

The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
by Rev. Henry Suicer. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and approved.” 

SAN FRANCISCO CUSTOM-HOUSE. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, 
in reference to the protection of the ttle to the | 
site for a custom-house at San Francisco, and the 
appropriations necessary to secure the construc- 
tion of said building; which was referred to the 
Committee of Ways and Means, and ordered to 
be printed. 

Mr. HENDRICKS. I move that the House 
resolve itself into a Committee of the Whole 
House on the Private Calendar. 1 wish to sug- 


Assury Dickens, Esq., their Secretary, inform- gest that, as yesterday was objection day, and as 


ing the House that the Senate had passed bills of | that day was lost to the consideration of unob- 
s | jectionable bills, we now, by unanimous consent, 


orn. pote Ser further appro- | proceed to the consideration of cases to which 
riations for continuing the construction of roads there ath ae ee Z ay ao 
in the Territory of Minnesota, in accordance with | “® A bags tom hs a qa os ici - coke 
the estimates made by the War Department, with | bile, eden remperion: Lie cube pemipaer en. pcan 
sandesntenavuieh: bie wien: divested to dak ills still remaining which are not objected to, we 
an ame of east / can then turn to the cases to which objections are 
the concurrence of the Fiouse; made. ‘ 


H. R. No. 119. An act to provide for the con- ~ 5 1 
tinuation of the military road from Myrtle Creek Mr.CLINGMAN. [agree to it, with the un 
Scottsburg, in Oregon; derstanding that we commence at the beginning 
OTR. No. 29] An nen for the construction. of of the Calendar; for there may be many cases 
certain military roads and wells in the Territory | where the objections have been withdrawn by the 
gentlemen who made them. If the gentleman 


ee ae An act for the payment of the from Indiana will agree to that course, I will make 

civil officers employed in the Territory of New a renianiem Th oe 

Mexico, while under military government; or? fae . . ee ne, 
H. R. No. 339. An act to authorize the Secre- pee that _ should commence where we left off 
aca : ast objection day. 

tary, of 0 & tao ony aaa he exponen af Mr. CLINGMAN. I object, unless we com- 

“H R. No. 340. An act i. provide for the con- |, Mence at the beginning and go through the Calen- 

es ee ees : . dar regularly. 

struction of a military road in the Territory of | Mr. HENDRICKS. If objection is made to 


Utah; and Se aed ; 
H.R. No. 341. An act to refund to the Terri- || the consideration of that class of private claims to 
Of Utah the e which no objections are made, | withdraw the 


tory of Utah the expenses incurred by said Ter- | 
motion; for we can do no good by going into a 


a ny Indi ae : 
ee” seppreenng Lenin. nevniuee bills and a |, Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar 
saat ” and taking up disputed cases. 


a sad Page srye orig, Sherer chalk Falke ‘olf tee Mr. McMULLIN. I call for the regular order 
served lands, and for other purposes; || Of business. 
S. No. 341. An act to revive, for a limited time, 
an act in relation to donations of land to certain || 

persons in the State of Arkansas; and 

S.R. 18. A resolution authorizing the Secre- 
tary of the Territory of New Mexico to adjust and 
pay to Juan C. Armijo, José L. Perea, and James 
L. Collins, the amount by them loaned to the Le- 
gislative Assembly of the Territory of New Mex- 
ico, under authority of a joint resolution of that 
body, approved the 17th of June, 1851, in which 
7 was directed to ask the concurrence of the 

ouse, 


Prayer 


DAVID MYERLE. 


As the first business in order, Senate bill ** for 
the relief of David Myerle’”’ was taken from the 
Speaker’s table, read a first and second time by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 


CLAIM IN THE BASTROP GRANT. 


The bill next in order, entitled ** An act to con- 

firm the claim of William H. Henderson and the 

| heirs of Robert Henderson, to five hundred acres 

of land in the Bastrop grant,’’ was also taken from 

the table, and read a first and second time by its 
title. 

Mr. JONES, of Louisiana. I should like to 
put that bill upon its passage; and | will state the 
reasons for it, if the House will indulge me for a 
moment. 

Mr.McMULLIN. To save time, I will inform 
| my friend that | object to its consideration. 

Mr. JONES. I am sure that the gentleman 


ENROLLED BILLS. 
Mr. HENN, from the Committee on Enrolled 
Bills, reported as correctly enrolled bills of the 
following titles; which thereupon received the sig- 
nature of the Speaker: 
An act for the relief of the Utica Steam Woolen 
Company; and } 
An act to establish the office of surveyor gen- | 
eral of New Mexico, Kansas, and Nebraska, and | fom Virginia will have no objection to the con- 
to grant donations to actual settlers therein, and || sideration of the bill, if he will hear my reasons. 


for other purposes. |} Mr. McMULLIN. I cannot withdraw my 
RICHARD W. MEADE. objection. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Vir- 
motion to os upon the table the bill ‘* for settling | ginia seems not to have noticed the fact that the 
the claims of the legal representatives of Richard | bill is regularly before the House. 

W. Meade, deceased.”” The Committee of the! Mr. JONES. The statement I wish to make 
Whole House reported it on Saturday last with a | is this: It will be recollected that afew days ago, 
recommendation that it do not pass, and the gen- | 


the bill lie upon the table. | The effect of the passage of that law will be to 
The question ‘was taken; and it was decided in || put into market all the balance of the lands which 
the affirmative. ; | were not confirmed by it. The claim now before 
So the bill was laid upon the table. | the House was considered by the commissioners, 
_Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I move to recon- || who made a report in regard to the other claims. 
sider the vote by which the bill was laid upon the They recommend that Congress shall pass a law 
table; and that that motion be laid upon the table. | for the benefit of this claimant. They were un- 
The latter motion was agreed to. able, however, to re 

I move that the || claim, for the reason that it did not come within 
the provisions of the law of 1841. In other words, 
the claimants were not able to do what the law 
requires, namely; to furnish proof here before the 
commissioners, of occupation and cultivation, for 


Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana. 
House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and thereupon the 
House (at three o’clock,"p. m.) adjourn 
morrow, at twelve o’clock, m. 


till to- 








_ THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


the House indulged me by passing a bill to con- | 
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. Jones] moved that firm the title to certain lands in the Bastrop claim. 


rt favorably upon the | 
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twenty years. They were only able to prove it 
for eighteen years. But evidence has been fur- 
nished since that time to show occupation and 
eultivation for twenty years. 

Now, if the claimants do not get relief at this 
session of Congress; if the bill be not passed at 
this session, the effect of its failure will be, that 
the lands in question will be surveyed and. put 
into the market, and the claimants will be forced 
to purchase them at perhaps a very large price. 
That is the reason why this bill ought to be passed 
now. I may further state to the House, that this 
bill has passed the Senate; and, also, that it was 
referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims 
of the House, and that committee have also re- 
ported a bill to the same effect as the Senate bill. 

Mr. MATTESON. Its there a written report? 

Mr. JONES. There is. The House will per- 
ceive, from what I have just said, that the Senate 
has acted favorably on this claim, and that the 
Committee on Private Land Claims has also acted 
favorably upon it. 

Mr. LETCHER took the floor. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from 
Louisiana yield to the gentleman from Virginia ? 

Mr. JONES. Certainly, sir; and | may here 
take occasion to say, that that gentleman has in- 
vestigated this claim, and he is satisfied with the 
justice of it. 

Mr. LETCHER Some time ago my friend 
from Louisiana called my attention to these claims 
on the Bastrop grant, and I examined this one 
among others. I have no hesitation in saying, from 
that examination, thatif ever therehas beenaclaim 
which ought to be allowed by this body, this 
claim seems to be one of them. I call for the 
previous question. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. 

| The bill was then ordered to be read a third 
time, and was accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. HENDRICKS asked for tellers on the 
passage of the bill. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Kerr, and 
Jones of Louisiana, were appointed. 

The question was then taken; and the tellers 
reported—ayes 120, noes 6. 

So the bill was passed. 


ALEXANDER G. MORGAN. 


Mr. HOWE. As it is necessary that I should 
be absent from this city, | ask the unanimous 
consent of the Llouse to allow me to make a re- 
port from the Committee on Military Affaire, for 
the purpose of reference, and that the report may 
be printed, 

There was no objection, and Senate bill for the 
relief of the heirs and representatives of Colonel 
Alexander G. Morgan, was reported back from 
the Committee on Military Affairs, referred toa 
Committee of the Whole House, and ordered to 
be printed. 


CUSTOM-HOUSE AT ALEXANDRIA, VA. 
On motion by Mr. APPLETON, it was 


Ordered, That the Committee of Ways and Means be 
discharged from the further consideration of the petition of 
citizens of Alexandria, Virginia, for the erection of a cus- 
tom-house in said city, and that said petition be referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following Senate billg were then taken up 

| from the Speaker’s table, read a first and second 

time by their titles, and referred as indicated be- 
low: ‘ 

An act for the relief of Frederick Vincent, ad- 
ministrator of James Le Caze, survivor of Le 
Caze & Mallet. Referred to the Committee of 
Claims. 

An act (No. 369) for the relief of the lega) heirs 
and representatives of Colonel John Anderson. 
Referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

|| An act (No. 415) for the relief of Phineas M. 
| Nightingale, administrator of the estate of Gen- 
| eral Nathaniel Greene, deceased. Referred to the 

|| Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

An act (No. 381) for the relief of William 
| Brown. Referred to the Committee on Invalid 
| Pensions. 
| Mr. FAULKNER. I now move, with the 
| consent of the House, that the Speaker cail the 
| committees for reports upon private bills. 

Mr. THURSTON. I object, and move that 


_ the House resolve itself into a Committee of the 
i Whole on the Private Calendar. 
























































1642 


MILITARY RESERVATIONS. 
Mr. MAXWELL. 1 ask the gentleman from 
Rhode Island to withdraw that motion, to enable 
me to ask the consent of the House to take from 
the Speaker’s table another bill—a general bill, 
but one to which | presume there will be no ob- 
jection in the House upon a very slight explana- 
tion, or with no explanation at all. The bill 
is to bring into market lands reserved for mili- 
tary purposes, where the military stations for 
which they were reserved have been abandoned 
by the Government. The bill is general in its 
provisions, applicable to other States as well as 
‘lorida. The lands were reserved for the benefit 
of military stations then occupied as such. But 
where these stations have been abandoned, it is 
proposed to bring them into market, 

Mr. THURSTON. I will withdraw my mo- 
tion for a time. 

There was no objection, and the bill was taken 
from the Speaker’s table, and read a first and 
second time by its title, as follows: 

An act to authorize the sale of reserved lands, 
and for other purposes. 

Mr. MAXWELL. I now ask that the bill 
may be read through; and if there be any objec- 
tion to it, i will not press its consideration now. 

The bill was read in extenso. 


Mr. EASTMAN. What is the pending ques- | 


tion? 

The SPEAKER. It is on ordering the bill to 
be engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. EASTMAN. 1 object to the introduction 
of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Objection comes too late at 
this time. 

Mr. EASTMAN. Well, then, I have a few 
words to submit on the subject, 

The SPEAKER. 
is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. MAXWELL. As objection is made, I 


move that the bill be referred tothe Committee on | 


Public Lands. 

The motion was agreed to. 

CHANGE OF NAME. 

Mr. AIKEN. 1} ask the unanimous consent of 
the House for leave to report from the Committee 
on Commerce a bill ‘*to change the name of the 
American-built brig Hallowell to that of James 
Rose, and to grant her a new register.’’ Its con- 
sideration and passage will notoccupy more than 
five minutes, at most. 

There being no objection, the bill was read a 
first and second time by its title, ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time; and being en- 
. grossed, it was read a third time, and passed. 

NEW ORLEANS DISTRICT. 
Mr, FULLER. 


bill authorizing the establishment of a collection 
district in New Mexico, in order that it may be 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. MACE. 
thing not strictly in order. 
to go into a Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. THURSTON renewed his motion, that | 


the House resolve itself into a Committee of the || 


W hole onthe Private Calendar. Agreed to, (Mr. 
Stanton, of Kentucky, in the Chair.) 


SAMUEL COLT. 

The bill first in order on the Calendar was 
House bill (No. 59) “for the relief of Samuel 
Colt.”’ 

Mr. LETCHER. Is it in order to move to 
pass by the consideration of that bill now? 

The CHAIRMAN. It can be done only by 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. LETCHER. We passed by the consid- 
eration of a multitude of bills to reach the Nebraska | 
bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thecommittee have since | 
decided that such motions are not in order, except 
by unanimous consent. 

Mr. HAVEN. If the Chair will allow me, I | 
think the Chair is under a slight error in reference | 
to this matter. The committee have decided that | 
it is not in order to pass by the consideration of a 
bill on which the debate has been closed by reso- 
lution. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. In reply to 
what the from New York has stated, | 
think the ir will recollect, because the motion 
was made by himself to pass bya particular case, | 


_ THE CONGRESSIONAL ‘Gb. 


|| the Whole on the state of the Union. 
respectfully appeal from the decision of the Chair, | 


The gentleman from Florida 


1 now ask the unanimous | 
consent of the House for leave to take up Senate | 


I object, and shall object to every- || 


I insist on the motion | I 
|| tion of private business, unless the House shall 


Now, the House can determine | 


at that time decided that motion out of order, upon 
the express ground that the rule in reference to 
massing over bills applied to the Committee of the 

hole on the state of the Union, and not toa 
Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar. 
You appealed from that decision, and the com- 
mittee sustained the decision of the Chair at that 
ume. I thought the decision was wrong, but the 
committee decided that the Chair was right in his 
ruling, and, of course, that decision should be 
adhered to. 

Mr. LETCHER. The Chair then decides that 
it is not in order to pass over the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair so decides. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I appeal from the decis- 
ion of the Chair. I think that the same rule 
which governs in the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union, governs here, and that it is 
unquestionably competent for a majority to decline 
considering a particular bill. It is well to have 
this matter settled now; but I will notoccupy the 
time of the committee in discussing it. | think the 
majority have a right to decline considering a par- 
ticular bill jast as in the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, or just as in the House 
the majority may postpone a bill from day to day. 
I take it that the same rules govern the Committee 
of the Whole House as govern the Committee of 
I therefore 


in order that we may settle the question, as it is | 


different from the case already referred to. 
| The question now being on the appeal, ‘* Shall 


the decision of the Chair stand as the judgment | 


| of the committee ?”’ 
Mr. CLINGMAN demanded tellers. 
Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Asue and 
Cox were appointed. 
| Mr. HENN. 
135th rule. 
The 135th rule was read, as follows: 


I ask for the reading of the | 


OnE: 


that the gentleman who was occupying the chair | 


July 


— 


be applicable, except the rule ti — 
but = member shail speak eneeeen ques eating: 
every member choosing to speak shall have spoken,» — 
The question was then taken; and 
reported—ayes 61, noes 60. the tellers 
So the decision of the Chair was sustained 
_Mr. LETCHER. I move that the committee 
rise, and report the bill to the House, with rec 
ommendation that it do not pass. : 
Mr. TAYLOR, of Ohio. 1 would inquire of 
the Chair, if the bill and report have been read 
the House? ’ 
The CHAIRMAN. They have not. 
Mr. HENDRICKS. The report was read jag. 
Saturday. 
Mr.TAYLOR. I hope they will be read, s0 tha: 
the House may know what they are to act upon 
The bill and report were then read, the sub. 
stance of which has heretofore been published, 
Mr. CLINGMAN. Mr. Chairman,1 wish 
call the attention of the committee to one circum. 
stance merely. I desire when the vote is taken 
on this bill, in the House, that if there is not 
full House, that there may be acall of the House 
I think it due tomembers, owing to the reports 
industriously circulated, of extraordinary means 
resorted to for the purpose of getting this case 
through, that there should be a call of the House 
I have-no doubt that very large sums of money 
are said to be depending on the passage of thebil, 
and that gentlemen have been told by their friends 
that they would receive large sums if it could 


| pass, and,in some instances, even if particular 


members would decline voting at all. I have no 
reason to suppose that any gentleman would be 
influenced by these considerations. 

Mr. PRATT. The gentleman says that he has 
no doubt very large sums of money have been 
offered to gentlemen to vote for this bill, or to stay 
away. Ido not know whether he means by gen. 


| tlemen, members of this House, or persons out- 


- » . 
‘In the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, || 


the bills shall be taken up and disposed of in their order on 
the Calendar, but when objection is made to the considera- 
tion of a bill, a majority of the committee shall decide 
without debate, whether it shall be taken up and disposed 


| of, orlaid aside: provided, that general appropriation bills, | 


and, in time of war, bills for raising men or money, aud 
| bills concerning a treaty of peace, shall be preferred to all 


| other bills, at the discretion of the committee; and, when | 
| demanded by any member, the question shall first be put | 


| in regard to them.” 


Mr. HENN. 


| Whole on the state of the Union can lay aside a 
| bill, and pass to another. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I would ask the 
| Chair now to have the 29th rule read. 
The rule was read, as follows: 


‘* Friday and Saturday in every week shall be set apart 
| for the consideration of private bills and private business 


| a majority of the House.”’ 


Mr. JONES. By this rule sha 
day of every week are set apart for t 


and Satur- 
e considera- 


otherwise order. 
not to go into the consideration of the Private 
| Calendar at all; and if it can determine this, it 


bills on the Calendar. The lesser is certainly con- 
tained in the greater in this regard. 

Mr. WASHBURN, of Maine. It appears that 
the 135th rule is entirely silent in respect to the 


‘| order of business in Committee of the Whole || 
I suppose, then, that we must look to 
|| the general parliamentary law for our guidance. 


House. 


I would simply suggest to the Chair whether, 


'| under that parliamentary law, it is not competent 


to lay aside one bill for another. 
Mr. HENN. I would suggest to the Chair to 





|| have the 134th rule read. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would state 

| that the precedent for his decision has been estab- 

lished ‘by the Committee of the Whole House, 

when it was last in session. To that precedent 

the Chair now adheres, although he was opposed 
to it at the time. 

Mr. WASHBURN. I would inquire, respect- 
fully, of the Chair, whether in that case debate 
had not been closed by order of the House? 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I beg leave to read to 
the committee the 134th rule: 


*¢ The rules of proceedings in the House shall be observed 
in a Committee of the Whole House, so far as they may 


surely can determine whether it may pass over | 


I called for the reading of that 


rule merely to show that the Committee of the || investigate this matter, and call upon me, I shall 


| this bill, or remain away. 


in preference to any other, unless otherwise determined by || 





} 
| 


i 


| 


side of this Hall. 

Mr. WALSH. Outsiders cannot vote. 

Mr. PRATT. Of course not. The gentleman 
must mean members of the House. He says that 
money has been offered to members to vote for the 
bill, or to stay ae 1 should like to know 
what reason the gentleman has to make this state. 
ment. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I have no objection to my 
friend asking the question. I tell him now thatif 
the House shall at any time raise a committee to 


be ready to give an answer. I will say, that no 
sum was offered to me; but I have no doubt of 
sums of money having been offered to induce per- 
sons to cause members by solicitation to vote for 
I am satisfied of that 
fact from several circumstances, and on the testi- 
mony of persons on whom I fully rely. I donot 
say that it has been offtred to members themselves, 
[ do not know that such is the fact. But sumsof 


| money have been offered to very particular and 


dear friends of members, to induce them so to act. 


| Therefore, as the streets are rife with these things, 


| considerable extent— | 
| think it due to members, when the vote is taken, it 


| what I know of 
_ there is no one o 
conduct, by voting either aye or no, that he has 
_ not been approached in this way. 


_ has suffered in the country from allegations 0 
| sort, which have gone out in the news 
|| think, therefore, that it will be well for us to have 
'a call of the House when we come to vote upo! 
_ this bill. I wish to call the attention of the com 





and as they have got into the papers—and | have 
no doubt that these reports are well-founded toa 
have said thus much. | 


should be with a full House. I presume, sir, from 
—— around the Hall, that 
them who will not show by his 


It is well known, Mr. Chairman, that on 
is 


ers. | 


mittee to two or three of the reasons given in tht 
report, to which I have already alluded, why this 
bill should pass. The principal reason 0 
why this House should grant the extension asked 
for is, that Mr. Colt has set up a large establis 
ment in England for the manufacture of arms, 
but that he has met with losses, owing ‘0 
competition prevailing there. 

Mr. HUGHES. I rise to a question of order, 
whether this bill is before the committee, a0¢ 
open for discussion? 

HAIRMAN. The bill is before th 
committee, and is open for discussion. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. If it is agreed by gene™ 
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——_ a 


consent to put the bill over until doomsday, I will | 


have no objection. 


Mr. HUGHES. There was a question raised | 


in the committee whether the bill was before us 
for discussion. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
discussion. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I do not know how the 
gentieman from New York stands with regard to 
this bill. . ) 
has some better reason than that given in the re- 


rt. From the great desire manifested to get 
through this bill, and the extraordinary means to 
secure its passage, | was in hopes that the Com- 
mittee on Patents would have given us better rea- 


sons than they have done in this report. They | 


have not given us the slightest reason, or the pre- 
text for a reason, for the extension of the patent in 
this case, except that Mr. Colt is subjected to the 
great expense of an establishment in England for 


the manufacture of his arms; and that he has | 
lost so much in competition with other manufac- | 


turers there, that he wants a monopoly of the man- 
vfacture in this country in order to sustain him 
there. You and I, Mr. Chairman, have heard it 
said that it is wise policy, by means of a tariff, to 
impose a tax upon our own citizens to support 


manufacturing establishments in the United States; | 


but nobody ever discovered that it was sound pol- 
icy to tax our people in order to enable Mr. Colt 
to keep up an establishment in a foreign country 
This is a new idea of the Committee on Pat- 
ents. é 

We are told that if Mr. Coltis not to have a mo- 
nopoly, that individuals will manufacture cast iron 
arms, and that you must therefore give him the 
exclusive privilege of their manufacture. Is not 
this the reverse of experience? My friend from 
Kentucky ite Ewine] remarked the other day, 
that the pu 


he would like. Suppose some one, with a view 


to their improvement, should have a law passed | 
that there should be but one public house. Do || 
you suppose that we should fare any better in the || 


way of lodgings and dinners? 


But if this be a good doctrine, why do they | 
not bring in a bill giving a monopoly of making | 
axes, lest some one should deceive the public by | 
making cast iron axes, or cast iron scythes, or | 


razors, or something else, instead of making them 
of iron or steel? 
of the world goes to show that when an individ- 
ual or a company obtains a monopoly the public 
are likely to be imposed upon. The only way to 
produce good articles of any kind is to allow 
competition to the widest extent. 
mense numbers of bootmakers, tailors, and trades- 
men of all kinds in the community, we are more 


likely to get good articles than if there was no | 


competition in such trades. This is another of 


the novel ideas of the committee; and I ask you | 
whether they are not entitled to a patent for that | 


too? 


tained in the report. It is on these grounds that 
we are asked to grant this monopoly. 


will be in favor of this bill. 
many will be found in its favor, for some one rea- 
son or another. If, Mr. Chairman, there are any 


good reasons for its support, | have not been able | 
I have received a long letter from | 


to see them. 
one of his counsel, which I read with care, as 
coming from a gentleman for whom I have great 
respect, but have not been convinced at all by it. 
I do not blame any gentleman for making the best 
argument that he can in support of his client’s 


claim. But still, I did not find a particle of evi- | 
As I said before, | 


dence to sustain the case, 
though these reports may not be worth discussing, 


still | think that the House would show its gooi | 


sense, in view of the rumors that are afloat, and 


in some cases well founded, doubiless, to take a | under consideration. 


vote upon this ere by yeas and nays. 
_ Mr. SEWARD. | think it due to the House, 
in view of the announcement made by the gentle- 


It is now before us for | 


If he intends to vote for it, | hope he | 


lic houses here were not as good as | 


W hy, sir, the whole experience | 


By the im- | 


Now, just let anybody look at the report, and | 
he will find that these are the two reasons con- | 


I take it | 
for granted that it is a fact that some gentlemen | 
I do not know how | 


BES. DURGRESSUREE Lae 


fact, he should be expelled ignominiously from 
this body. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. My friend from Georgia 
has misunderstood me. I stated distinctly that 
the money may have been offered, not directly to 
members, but to persons friendly to members, 
who might be able to influence them. But if the 
gentleman from Georgia desires to have my evi- 
dence in this respect, let him move for a com- 
mittee of the House to investigate the matter, and 
I shall very readily give him all the information I 
possess on the subject. My attention was called 
to the fact from statements appearing in the news- 
papers in the firstinstance. Besides, two gentle- 
men, members of this House, mentioned these 
things to me. And I had heard, from other 
sources, that offers of money—large and liberal 
offers—had been made to particular persons to 
influence members, if they could do so. 

Mr.SEWARD. Well, | want to understand 
the gentleman from North Carolina. I hold that 
a member on this floor who has had offers of the 
sort made, and whbd has failed to expose them to 
the body, stands condemned before Congress and 
the country. Ido not think it necessary to have 
a committee of investigation raised. I understood 
the gentleman from North Carolina to say that 
large sums of money had been offered to members 
of this House either to control their votes or to 
induce them to abandon their position as Repre- 
sentatives on this floor. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. The gentleman still mis- 
understands me. I did not state that any offer 
had been made to a member; but that offers were 
made to individuals who were supposed to have 
influence over members. And I tell the gentleman 
again, that if a committee of inquiry be raised, I 
am ready to lay before itall the knowledge which 
I possess in the matter, and also to refer to some 
other persons. 

Mr. SEWARD. The gentleman from North 
Carolina knows very well that it is not necessary 
to raise a committee. 

Mr. LETCHER. As soon as the committee 
shall rise and come into the House, I intend to 
offer the following resolution: 

Resolved, That a committee of 





members be appointed 


| to inquire whether money, or other illegal and improper 


means, have been used to secure the passafe of the bill to 
extend Colt’s patent for seven years from 1857; and alo 
whether money, or other illegal and improper means, have 
been used or employed to secure the passage of any bill by 


| this Congress. 


Mr. SEWARD. I hope the gentleman from 
Virginia will modify his resolution so as to make 


|| it express whether money has been offered to 


members of Congress. It is not improper, | be- 


| lieve, to offer to pay a claims agent or counsel to 


procure the passage of a bill. But, as [ understood 
the gentleman from North Carolina, his statement 
was, that money had been offered to members of 
this House, either directly or indirectly. 1 hope 
the resolution will be modified as | have sug- 
gested. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Michigan, here obtained 
the floor, and said: I am just informed, since | 
took the floor, that the gentleman from Rhode 
Island, [Mr. Tuurston,} who reported this bill, 
is desirous of presenting his views to the House. 
That being so, I shall be most happy to yield the 
floor to him, and submitthe few remarks I de- 
sire to present afterwards. 

Mr. THURSTON. The principal question to 
be considered, in decjding upon an application for 
the renewal of a datent, should be: Does the 
public interest call for such renewal, and will the 
public weal be thereby subserved ? 

The other question, which regards the profit or 
loss to the inventor, is incidental and secondary. 
It is this first consideration, exclusively, which has 
governed the committee in the case of Colt’s arms; 
and a careful consideration of the matter, aided 
by information derived from numerous sources, 
has induced the committee to report the bill now 


It is a fact universally conceded in this country, 


' and in all others, that these arms have become in- 
dispensable weapons of war. 


There is no army 


man from North Carolina, that he should give the | without them, while, at the same time, it is a 


names of persons, and the facts to which he has 
alluded. e cannot escape the responsibility of 
doing so. 


ber of this House has been offered money for the 
purpose of controlling his vote or his action on 
this subject, and that 





member suppressed the || 


fact well authenticated, that they are worse than 
none, being dangerous as well as inefficient, 


And if it shall appear that any mem- || when not constructed of the best material, and in + 


the most exact and perfect manner. 


Those facts have had a paramount influence | 


with the committee in reporting this bill. 





E. 
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If, in conflict with an enemy, our army should 


find that their arms were inefficient by getting out 


of order, or any other cause, the most disas- 
trous consequences must ensue. 

In the manufacture of Colt’s arms, the greatest 
deception may be practised without the possibility 
of detection, and, undoubtedly, would be, were 
they allowed to be made by any but the inventor, 
Instead of the best cast steel, they might be made 
of cast iron, and finished and polished in such a 
manner as to make it impossible to distinguish 
the one from the other. 

If, then, the door were opened to all to manu- 
facture them, and a field of competition presented 
to the whole world of mechanics, the inevitable 
consequence would be, that pistols, guns, and 
rifles, upon the principle of this patent, would be 
thrown upon the market, which would be worse 
than worthless. 

The people of this country, the farmers and 
mechanics, have no interest in having this patent 
expire. These arms are not such as are used by 
them, and not one in a hundred thousand have 
them. It is the Government which has the prin- 
cipal concern in having these arms manufactured 
as they have hitherto been. 

It has been urged that Mr. Colt has amassed a 
large fortune out of his patent, while the facts 
prove that his entire profits, thus far, have been 
principally expended in extending, improving, and 
perfecting his machinery, with a view to increased 
operations in the manufacture of his arms. Thus, 
security from infringement is more important to 
him than ever. The high character accorded to 
his fire-arms has induced extensive impositions 
on the part of those who manufacture a spurious, 
or, at least, a greatly inferior article. Mr. Colt 
has richly earned, and is fairly entitled to, the 
protection of Government for an additional pe- 
riod. The invention was made in 1831; and, 


| after five years of incessant labor in perfecting 


it, a patent was granted to him in 1836. On the 
9th of March, in the same year, this patent was 
conveyed to the Patent Arms Company of New 
Jersey. The capital stock of said company was 
$230,000, of which Colt owned $50,000. This 


| company (Colt being the agent) worked for six 
| years, and were then sold out, by a decree of the 


court of chancery, on the 10th of October, 1842; 
losing all the capital, and leaving a large amount 
of the debts of the company unpaid. The patent, 


| at that time, was considered of so little value 


that no purchaser could be found for it. In 1850, 
| Colt filed a bill to wind up the Patent Arms 


| Company, and to sell the patent, and on the 


| 8th day of July, 1850, the patent was sold by a 
_ receiver in chancery, at public sale, under an 
| order of court, for one dollar, and bought by 
Samuel Colt. In 1848, Colt, by the assistance 
of some friends, who advanced $10,000, com- 
menced the manufacture of pistols at Hartford, 
for the Government, beginning with some eight 
men, and working on a small scale; and it was 
not until 1850, when he obtained his extension, 
that he was enabled to procure the means of estab- 
lishing an armory. 

Colt began to manufacture in Hartford, under 
the extension, in 1850; but up to that date a cash 
capital of $230,000, together with nineteen years of 
his time, had been wasted, and he was, moreover, 
involved in liabilities to the amount of $30,000. 

Since 1847, and under the extension, down to 


| the present time, all the capital and earnings have 


been invested in land, buildings, tools, machinery, 
/and the necessary apparatus for the successful 
| manufacture of the arm; and the plans are not 


‘| more than one third carried out for the manufac- 
| ture in the most economical manner. 


The struggles of Colt to establish an armory 
| suitable for the manufacture of his arms, on an 
| enlarged scale, are well known, and justify his 
| friends in endeavoring to obtain such protection 
| as will insure to him a suitable reward for his 

invention, and for the years of toil and anxiety 


\| he has devoted to it. 


| Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. I desire to ask the 


'| gentleman from Rhode Island a single question. 
Is it not-a fact that Mr. Colt now has a large 


manufactory in London, on the Thames? 

Mr. THURSTON. Iris. 

Mr. SMITH. And is it not true that this 
establishment is the admiration of all England, 
resorted to by visitors as a show shop, for its rare 
perfection and beauty? 
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Mr. THURSTON. I do not know anything | patent should not be extended so that they may || Mr. Colt should be found establishi 
about that. || flood the world with bogus arms, which cost but | 


ng him 
making money upon the banks of the Thea! 


eh ‘ | 
oe mA a cul ak et 


ae: 


Mr. STEVENS, of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, || 
if { understand this bill correctly, it is one which 
simply proposes the extension ofa patent granted || 
I. have to say, in the first || 


to Mr. Colt, in 1836. 
place, that there seems to be someconfusion among 
members of this committee in regard to that par- 
ticular matter. Application was made to the 
Commissioner of Patents by Mr. Colt, for an ex- 
tension of the patent granted to him in 1839, but 
thatextension was refused. The pending propo- 
sition is for the extension of the patent of 1836, 
Not long since it was urged by a gentleman from 
Tennessee upon this floor, that the decision of 
the Commissioner of Patents,in reference to the 
extension of the patent of 1839, was sufficient evi- 
dence that Mr. Colt was entitled to no favorable 
consideration from this body. I alldde to this that 
members may be correctin their understanding of 
the matter, and to show that there has been no 
decision of the Commissioner on the patent now 
asked to be extended. 

There has been no evidence taken to show that 
Mr. Colt bas made a fortune, or that he is not yet 
a poor man. The following is a letter on the 
subject, and | ask the earnest attention of mem- 
bers to its reading: 


Unirep Srares Patent Orrice, June 24, 1854. 


Sin: I bave the honor to inform you,in reply to your 
letter of the Qistinstant, that two applications have been 
presented to this office for the extension of patents granted 
to Samuel Colt, dated, respectively, 25th February, 1836, 
and 29th August, 1839. The former was extended by the 
Hon. Edmund Burke, Commissioner of Patents, seven 
years from the 25th February, 1850. The application for 
the extension of the latter was rejected by me for reasons 
on file in this office. 


[tis understood that the application now pending before 
Congress, is for the farther extension of the patent of 1836, | 


from the 25th February, 1857. 

If «0, it would seem that no evidence or testimony is 
pertinent thereto, except such as relates to that particular 
patent. 


What testimony and proceedings were brought forward 


by certain members of the House, in opposition to the 


present application, I am not informed; bat I infer from || 


your letter that (hey related to the application tor the ex- |) wag grounded on the fact that the committee did | 


tension of the patent of L839. 


I would state, in conclusion, that the evidence in both || 
cases is open to the free inspection of all who may feel || 


interested in the matter. 
I aim, respectfully, your obedient servant, 
C. MASON, Commissioner. 


Hon. B. B. Tuurston, Chairman House Committee on 
Patents and the Patent Office, House of Representutives. 


Mr. CUTTING. 1 did not distinctly hear the 
letter. Will the gentleman be good enough to 
etate whether I have correctly understood its pur- 

ort. I understood the Commissioner’s letter thus. 
That the original patent of 1836 was extended in 
1850, but that the patent of 1839 was not extend- 
ed; that the original patent of 1836 was extended 
in 1850, and runs until 1857; and that it is that 
patent which does not expire until 1857, which 


we are now asked to extend for seven years fur- 


ther. 


In reply to Mr. Currine, the letter was again 


read by the Clerk at Mr. Srevens’s request. 


Mr.STEVENS. This, then, is an application 
simply for the extension of a patent, for the pur- | 

ose of securing to the inventor of a certain | 
instrument the exclusive right of manufacturing | 


it for a certain length of time. In other words it 
is to secure to him who has the intellect and genius 


to conceive and invent, and perseverance to carry | 


out and perfect his plans, the benefits of his inven- 
tion. 
to be so wonderfully and tenaciously opposed to 
the extension in this case, why all this excite- 
ment? What is the reason for it, and why do 
we hear the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 


Cuimweman] making such extraordinary charges | 


upon the honesty and integrityof members of this 

ouse? Wh 
charge, if not directly at least indirectly, that large 
sums of money have been used to purchase mem- 
bers of the House! Let me ask why does the 
gentleman take this extraordinary course? Is he 
entirely disinterested? Have no efforts been 
made to tempt his public virtue? [ know that 
he is a very honest and upright gentleman, and 
God forbid that 1 should express the least doubt 
of his honesty or uprightness. I know very 
well there are persons who are disposed to man- 
ufacture arms which are not worth a farthing, 
in comparison with the genuine arms manufac- 
tured by Mr. Colt, and who are anxious that this 


| evidence in the case cautiously and carefully, and 


| to make them doubt and hesitate upon this subject. 


| fluence in voting on the bill. 
| sage of the bill. 
this House. I do not want to have it voted upon | 


| complains that, in the reports on this matter, both | 


| so; and he says that they should have given the 


aright, the committee have eee ail of this; and | 
I ask pees in all candor, who seem | 


| tled to all confidence on the part of the House. 
|| When I, as a member of a committee of this 
_ House, come in and make a report, I pledge my- 
self to this body and to the country, and in the 
presence of God, that I believe the report is cor- 
| rect, and that the reasons on which it is founded, 


does that gentleman make the || 


very little. These men can afford to come here | 
and fee honorable gentlemen largely for the pur- | 
pose of preventing the passage of this bill. I will | 
not say-that the gentleman from North Carolina | 
has had his virtue tempted in this way! I wili | 
not say that approaches have been made to him,a 

learned, eloquent, and distinguished councilor, to | 


| come here and oppose this bill to-day, but surely | 


other gentlemen have as good reason to suspect 


his virtue tempted as he has to suspect other gen- | 
tlemen of this House of the same thing. 
What are the facts in regard to this claim? 
Reports have been made by a committee in this 
House, and in the Senate by a committee of that 
body, in favor of this bill. They have had this 
matter before them. They have examined the | 


they have come to the conclusion that Mr. Colt | 
is entitled to an extension of his patent. The | 
charge is made that bribes have been offered to | 
gentlemen to vote for this bill. But where is the 


evidence? Lay your hand upon the man who has || own way, and in their own hands. It is in proof 


been bribed. Point out the man who offers these | 
bribes to members of the House, either directly 
or. indirectly, for the purpose of influencing | 
members of the House. If there is no evidetice 
of this, I appeal to gentlemen of the House to | 
give no weight to these charges. They should | 
not allow this spargese voces ambiguas—the ambigu- 
ous language in which these charges are conveyed, | 


If we cannot believe all the members of this com- | 
mittee; if we cannot believe the Senate, | ask, in 
the name of God, whom can we believe? Must we 
go along here looking. suspiciously at everything, | 
and denying every report made? 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Will the gentleman from | 
Michigan (Mr. Stevens] permit me to make a | 
remark ? 

Mr. STEVENS. Certainly. | 

Mr. CLINGMAN. My objection to this bill | 


not give any reason for the passage of it in their | 
report. If it had given any reason, | would have 
heard it with very great pleasure and given it due 
weight. I did not, in my remarks, mean that the 
imputation of corruption should exercise any in- 
My objection to it | 
merely is, that the committee have given no reason | 
whatever in their report why the House should 
pass this bill. I gave the first simply as a reason | 
why there should be a full vote taken on the pas- | 


Mr. STEVENS. I want a full vote too; and 
[ agree with the gentleman from North Carolina | 
in his desire to have a full vote taken on the pas- 
sage of this bill. I wish to spring no game on 


by a thin House. Let us have it brimful of mem- 
bers; and then let this matter stand on its own 
merits. 

But, again, the gentleman from North Carolina 


in the House and in the Senate, the reasons have | 
not been given why this bill should be passed, and | 
why the committees have recommended so and 


reasons for such recommendation, based upon the 
testimony before them. If I understand the report 


I take it, that the reports of committees are enti- 





are good. And if the time should ever come when 
1 am found playing false to this House, may I be 
expelled—driven from it as corrupt and dishonor- 
able! 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it is charged that Mr. 
Colt is not entitled to an extension of his patent, 
because he isa wealthy man. Is it because he 
has now got a manufacturing establishment on 
the banks of the Thames that this is inferred? 
Is this sufficient evidence that he has become a 
vane man?’ I ask, then, Mr. Chairman, where, 
upon the broad face of this habitable globe, where 
thrift and enterprise prevails, is not American en- 
terprise to be found? And is it unnatural that 


| broken fortunes? 
that the gentleman from North Carolina has had || 


| evidence which was presente 








and especially at this time, when the whole of 


Europe is involved in an extensive war, which 
creates an extensive market for his arms? Is it 
remarkable? Not at all. Supposing he is a poo 
man, supposing~ he has become bankrupt in the 
efforts he has made to perfect this weapon, yet is 
it unnatural that he should be found upon the 
banks of the Thames in efforts to retrieve his 
Notatall. Does it follow, be. 
cause he is prosecuting his business Upon the 
banks of the Thames, that he is wealthy? 
It is true that, upon the application of Mr. Colt 
for a renewal of his patent of 1839, evidence was 


| taken before the Commissioner of Patents whieh 


satisfied him thatso much money had been made } 

Mr. Colt that the patent ought not to be extended 
Now you, Mr. Chairman, know what I mean 
when I tatk of ex parte evidence. Gentlemen who 
hear me, and many of them are lawyers, know 
well what ex parte evidence means. It must be q 
very lame ease indeed, which cannot make out q 
good prima facie case, when they have it all their 


before this House, that when the evidence was 
taken in this case, before the Commissioner, the 
counsel of Mr. Colt did not appear to contest the 
before him. The 
evidence was taken by the counsel opposed to Mr, 
Colt, and they had it all their own way. 

It is said by a gentleman near me, that that evi- 
dence does not apply to this case. But I remark 
that the patent of 1836 is one patent, and that of 
1839 refers only to a simple improvement upon 
the mode-of charging the pistol. The two are 
taken together, and evidence which is pertinent to 
one, would be pertinent and relevant to the other, 

Mr. CLINGMAN, (interrupting.), The gen- 
tleman will allow me a single word in explanation, 
{ was upon the other side of the House when the 
gentleman referred to my remarks. I beg leave to 
say that | expressly said, in my remarks, that | 
had too favorable an opinion of the members of 
this House to believe that they had been operated 
upon by these approaches which had been made, 
and as some of my remarks might seem to imply 
it, | also beg leave to say that I never intimated, 
and never intended to intimate that the members 
of the committee or the members of the House 
were in the slightest degree influenced by them. 
But this thing of lobbying was so boldly done, 
and so extraordinary in this case, and some other 
cases, that | deemed it my duty to call the atten- 
tion of the House to it, and I believed that to get 
a full vote, a call of the House was necessary. 

Mr. STEVENS. Does the gentleman mean 
to say that this lobbying has had any influence 
with the committee? 

Mr. CLINGMAN. TI stated that I believed 
members would not be influenced by it, but that 
I thought it best to call attention to the facts. 

Mr. STEVENS. Now, sir, whatever may 
have taken place out of this House, whatever 
streams of corruption may have been let loose out- 
side, if they have not reached the members upon 
this floor, what of it? What is theeffect? Sir,! 
ask that if this application is otherwise meritorious 
and fair, why, sir, let us not be guided by these 
outside influences. Let us not be frightened by 
being told that there is a lion in the lobby—that 
there is an ass laden with gold attempting to force 
its way into this House! Let us treat Mr. Colt 
as an honorable gentleman. Let us treat him 4s 
an honorable citizen, who comes here in a fair and 
honorable manner, and asks to have his patent 
extended, and consider the case upon its merits. 

I say now to you, Mr. Chairman, and to this 
committee, if the merits of this case are with us, 
let this bill pass. But if they are not with us; if 
the statements of the committees of the two Houses 
are contradicted, and proved to be false, why !¢ 
the bill fall to the ground. But, let gentlemen 
consider the application as honorable gentlemen, 
and give itan impartial and fair consideration, 
and that is all we ask. I send two letters to the 
Clerk’s desk, and ask that they may be read. 

The letters were read, as follows: 

Unrrep States Patent Orrice, January 9, 1854- 

Six: Yours of the 7th was received this morning. | 
immediately inclosed it to Mr. Gifford, with a request that 
he would reply to the interrogatories therein suggeste¢, 
and I herewith forward you his ery wien 

The statement made in my decision of oe . 
for an extension of Colonel Uolt’s patent, was fully w# 
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ae 4 by the testimony before me—the magistrate having | 
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certified that the applicant’s counsel was present at the | 


examination of the witnesses, and declined asking any 


cross- interrogatories. 


[ will state further, that the counsel of Colonel Colt | 


ceemed to rest his ease on the points of law alluded to in | 


my decision. If these had been decided in his favor, it 
will readily be seen that the testimony would have been 
ammaterial. He took no testimony on the point of profits, 
and apparently paid no regard to that subject. : 

[remain yours, very truly, CHARLES MASON, 
Hon. B. B. THURSTON, 


NatronaL Horet, WasnincoTon, January, 1854, 


Sir: 


In reply to your letter of the 7th instant, [ have to | 


aay that it will give ie great pleasure to make any state- | 


ao jally in regard to any proceeding in which | have been 
engaged as counsel. Inrelation to the matter on which 
you desire ‘ 
whieh was taken in that case, to prove the profits of Mr. 
Colt, was taken ia the absence of Mr. Dickerson, Mr. Colt’s 
counsel, and, therefore, without cross examination, 
proper and tegal notice had been given to Mr. Dickerson to 
attend, but he was engaged in the argument of a cause out 
of town, and the time for taking testimony had so nearly 
expired as to not admit of postponement. A clerk from Mr. 
Dickerson’s office attended the examination, and stated the 
fact of Mr. Dickerson’s absence, and declined to cross-ex- 
amine, ashe said he knew nothing of the subject, and had 
no authority to do so. y 

In regard to the second question propounded, I have only 
to say. that { was informed that the witnesses which were 
examined on the cost of manufacture had been engaged in 
the manufacture of arms which were adjudged by the courts 
to be an infringement on Mr. Colt’s patent, and in conse- 
quence of which I considered them the better qualified to 
speak of the cost of production, Whether the arms which 


i of facets which will prevent injustice to any one, and | 
information, the facts are—that the testimony | 


The | 


| 


were nade by them were as good or-as expensive as those | 


made by Mr. Colt, [do not know. My questions to these 
witnesses were based upon the assumption that they had 
all the proper machinery with which to operate, and un that 
assumption I inquired what, in their judgment, it would 
cost to make the arms. - Very respectfully, yours, 

GEORGE GtFFORD. 
Hon. Cuartes Mason, Commissioner of Patents. 

Mr. STEVENS, continued: 
will say briefly, in evidence, that the testimony 
which was taken was all upon one side. What 
other evidence may have been produced before the 
Commissioner of Patents we do not know. Itis 
not here. The Commissioner undoubtedly was 
justified in the decision to which he came; but | 
say to the members before me that that decision 
should not be regarded as a finality in this matter. 
l ask again, is there any evidence that Mr. Colt 
has made a fortune out of his invention? Sir, I 
do not propose to take up the time of the commit- 


Here, then, I | 


tee by reading the evidence which I have before | 


me upon this subject. 


But, sir, | have in my | 


possession affidavits from men in Mr. Colt’s em- | 


ploy, stating positively, that up to this time all the 


funds received by Mr. Colt have been reinvested 


for the purpose of carrying on the business; not | 
for the purpose of making a fortune, but for the | 


purpose of perfecting the machinery, and to make 
more complete the instrument we are now talking 
about; and this will be readily understood by the 
committee when I say—and Toaleies my word for 
it—that the instruments used in the manufacture 
of Colt’s pistols are almost innumerable, each 
having a fixed and particular purpose. This fire- 
arm is composed of a vast number of pieces, any 
one of which, when lost, can easily be supplied 
again. Whatever part is injured or lost on the 
field of battle or elsewhere, can instantly be sup- 
plied in consequence of the extreme accuracy with 
which each and every component part of the 
instrument is constructed. ‘To accomplish this 
result a great variety of tools,and instruments are 
necessary; and these, I assure gentlemen of the 
committee, from most satisfactory and conclusive 
evidence, can be used for the purposes for which 
they are designed,and none other. Therefore, if 
Mr. Colt’s establishment be broken up, all these 
instruments and tools are lost to him; for they can 
be used, | repeat, for no other purpose. And I 
say to you, Mr. Chairman, that if his. establish- 
ment be broken “Ps that there will spring up all over 
the country similar ones for the construction of 
similar but inferior weapons out of cast-iron. The 
weapons manufactured by Mr. Colt are almost all 
made of cast-steel, and thusithe danger of burst- 
ing, or easily breaking, is prevented. There is 
less danger to the carrier. Those weapons man- 
ufactured of cast-iron, itis well known, are always 
liable to burst, and are indeed more dangerous at 
the breech than at the muzzle; more liable to hurt 
the holder than the enemy pointed at. 

We ask that Mr. Colt may have his patent ex- 
tended, so that he may further perfect and improve 
his instrument. He is improving each day in the 
manufacture. New and improved tools in instru- 





| 


| liness. 


Another point: 1 say to you, Mr. Chairman, 
and to this committee, that I am satisfied Mr. 
Colt is not the wealthy man he is supposed 
to be. | have here sworn evidence from men in 
his employ that he has not yet made a fortune. 
Now I know that I shall be told, in reply, that the 
contrary is the truth; that it is not true that Mr. 
Colt is not a wealthy man, and that he flourishes, 
displays the possession of large means, and spends 
his money freely. | have no doubt that he spends 
his money liberally; and were this the proper 
place and time, | might state how Mr. Colt, with 
a free and liberal hand, poured out his money for 
public purposes and the public benefit. 

But lt only ask for the bill a fair and full consid- 
eration, let gentlemen examine the testimony in 
the case, and not be governed by mere hearsay. 
If the committee come to the conclusion, after such 
just and deserved consideration, that the proposi- 
tion is a fraud and an imposture, let it be voted 
down; but, on the other hand, if the extension is 


| right and proper, let it be granted. 


Mr. BLISS. Mr. Chairman, I should not have 
felt it incumbent on me to make any remarks upon 
this bill, but I had endeavored to obtain all the 
light the sources of light would furnish us on the 
subject. [| had supposed that the proceedings— 
the application on the part of the patentee had 
been conducted with fairness and honorable man- 
It was my conclusion, from what | knew 

myself, and from the expressions | had heard from 
the mouths of different gentlemen upon this floor, 
that the application, in this case, was distinguished 
from other applieations, on account of the honor- 
abie and manly bearing of the patentee. 

1 was somewhat startled at the extraordinary 
announcement made upon the floor by the honor- 
able gentleman from North Carolina, |Mr. Ciine- 
MAN, | that the corrupting influence of money and 
bribery had been resorted to by this applicant, 
whether to affect, direetly or indirectly, the minds 
of members of this House, I do not know, nor 
is it material, but to procure the consummation of 

| his object—the passage of this bill. I thought 
| when the gentleman from North Carolina was 
called upon for the authority upon which that 
statement was based, that it was due to the mem- 
bers of this body that he should give it promptly, 
and without any hesitation. In a proceeding of 
this kind, where we propose to administer equity 
and justice under discretion, and not by fixed 
rules of law, in determining the vote | would give, 
[ would not tolerate an individual under such cir- 


cumstances in approaching this body, as the appli- | 


cant is charged with approaching it; and I must be 

permitted to say to the gentleman from North 

Carolina, inasmuch as he denies the possession of 

positive information upon the subject, but relies 

upon rumor for the truth of his statement, that | 
| disbelieve that rumor. It does not comport with 
my own knowledge or experience, or with that 
of other gentlemen who have expressed their 
views upon this subject. So much for that branch 
of the question. 

My own views of the policy and theory of the 
| patent system do not seem to comport with the 
views of the gentleman from North Carolina. | 
hold, and it is the doctrine of the law, and it is 
enforced by statute, that where an individual, by 
virtue of his skill, his acquirements, or his native 
ingenuity, has been able to produce an invention 
or improvement in the arts or scienees, that it is 
his own property; it is the child of his own intel- 
lect; and if the Government will secure to him the 
| exclusive benefit of his own invention, it is not a 
monopoly in the ordinary sense of that term, 
although | know the British Parliament saw fit 


know the word monopoly is used in France, and 





oly. It is to secure tothe discoverer and inventor 
a right to whathe has himself produced, and it 


I know it has been used to some extent as appli- | 
cable in the definition of our patent laws in this | 
country ; but, nevertheless, a patent is nota monop- | 
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to entitle its patent laws statutes of monopoly. I | 


infringes upon no other man’s right of production; | 


it infringes upon no other man’s right to the use 
of his property and the results of his intellect. It 
is not, therefore, a monopoly. 

The policy in cnligheused. countries upon this 
subject has been liberal to the inventor, because 


liberality to the inventor secures the public benefit. 
No man knows, or can conceive the infinite vari- 
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ments are made each day for the greater perfection || ety there is in the combinations of machinery. 
im the manufacture of the instrument. i] 


No man can judge that, because many useful in- 
ventions have been made, others may not also be 
made equally useful, and more so. And hence 
it is the policy of the law and of reason to stim- 
ulate the inventive genius of the country; for 
thereby progress and improvement are secured. 
Hence, the law sets men’s minds to work, under 
the stimulus of motive te prosecute stadies, and 
discoveries, and inventions, by securing to individ- 
uals who shall make a useful discovery, or a wse- 
ful invention, the right to the benefits resulting 
from it for a limited period of time. A restriction 
on the public from imitating a usefal invention 
should not be perpetual. It is limited to a brief 
space of time. It is also in keeping with the doc- 
trines of the patentlaws of this country, that if an 
individual should by accident be unable to reduce 
his invention to practice, or should by any 
other state of circumstances be prevented from 
availing himself of the fair and appropriate profits 
which, under ordinary circumstances, would reswit 
from the employment of this invention, there 
shall be, in view of such circumstances, a further 
chance to reap his reward by extending his patent, 

Now, suppose it to be true, that Mr. Colt has 
made some money—some halfa million of dollars, 
or, if you please, even a million—out of his in- 
vention—I say to you thata sufficient answer to 
that argument is, that this is a great invention; 
that its value is aot to be measured by the profits 
he has received, or by anything like that; = ite 
value is to be estimated by millions untold to this 
nation, and by millions to the world. Every- 
body will concede that. No man undertakes to 
impugn the usefulness of Colt’s pisto} or revolving 
arms. But gentlemen say that, in consideration of 
having bestowed this great and almost inestimable 
advantage on the world, after having suffered years 
of penury and toil, after having had his patent sold 
out, and after having succeeded, in the lapse of 
many years, in some manner, by reinvesting 
himself with the title to the patent by a sale in 
chancery, through a receiver, he has had of late 
better success. They argue that since the exten- 
sion of the patent for seven years, subsequently 
to the first grant, he has begun to acewmulate an 
immense fortune. Nobody pretends to know 
how large the fortune is; some say it is half a 
miltion of dollars, and some say it is a million; 
and some would limit it to a mech smaller sum 
than the first; while, still again, some doubt 
whether he has derived any profit from it at all. 
But the best evidence that we have on the subject 
to-day is, that Mr. Colt is not worth a dollar in 
the world beyond his investment in these manu- 
factures. Now, ! say it is a narrow and illiberal 
view of the subject to say that the discoverer and 
producer of an invention so valuable to mankind 
should be denied the reasonable request which he 
asks, for carrying out an equivalent to his first 
fourteen years patented term, because he is not in 
the gutter, and too poor to rise therefrom. 

But again: the provisions of this bill are such 
as to guard the interests of the Government care- 
fully. While Mr. Colt is allowed what they cal! 
a monopoly of his invention, so far as the world 
at large is concerned, this Government has secured 
to itself, by & provision in this bill—if it passes— 
the right to manufacture Colt’s arms, and to use 
his invention, and treat it, in albrespeeta, as though 
it had not been patented by law at all. 

Well, now, it is manifest to the House that hie 
principal prospect of sale is to the Government of 
the United States, so far as those sales can be 
made in this country. The Government is the 
great user of arms. The Government is the power 
which is called upon to use them. They are an 
appropriate arm to be used in owr Army, and ape 
propriate to be kept in our armories and arsenals. 
The Government, then, would be the principab 
purchaser, But the Government is relieved from 
the operation of Colt’s patent; and, vo far us they 
are concerned, there is no monopoly, and he is, 
therefore, compelled to rely upon that patent, so 
far as it promotes his dealings with the com- 
munity generally. Now, it seems to me that Mr. 
Colt’s request i a reasonable one. If it be un- 
true—as | believe it to be, and founded upon a 
simple mistake—that corrupting and improper 

| influences have been venested to by Mr. Colt, to 


| operate upon the minds of the members of this 
| House, I think the report which has been made 
in the Senate upon this subject, and the report 





























































which has emanated from the House committee, 

should satisfy every one that it is fair to give Mr. 

Colt the benefit of the extension which he asks. 
It is upon these grounds, and this view of the 


subject, that | have determined to give my vote for | 


the bill, But | will not do it, if any evidence or 
argument can ‘be adduced by the other side to 
overcome. those convictions. 
vote for it; and J shall do it in the generous spirit 
of the patent system, as it prevails in our coun- 
try, and in all enlightened countries in the world, 
where the mechanic arts have been carried to so 
great a degree of perfection, and more through 
the instrumentality of the laws, the extension of 
which we propose here, than from any other sin- 
gie cause. 

Mr. ZOLLICOFFER. It has been with much 
regretand surprise that I have listened to the state- 
ments made by honorable gentlemen, insinuating 
corruption against the members of this body. 
Such statements have been made both by a friend 
and by an opponent of this bill. There is not, 
then, a member of this House but has his reputa- 
tion involved in such an imputation. I feel that 
when such statements are made it is due to the 
House of Representatives, it is due to the Amer- 
ican people, that we should make an investigation 
into the charges. I have sometimes seen such 
insinuations floating through the newspapers of 
the country, and I have felt humiliated whenever 
1 have met with such paragraphe. 
imputations are made upon this floor—at least in- 
sinuations that attempts have been made to cor- 
rupt members of this House, or that approaches 
have been made to them through their friends. I 
feel, sir, that it is due to the American Congress 
that an investigation should be made when such 
stntements are presented here. 

But, inasmuch asa decision was made in the 
committee this morning, which will not permit us 
to pass over this bill and take up another bill upon 
the Calendar, I respectfully suggest, in order that 


we may gire to the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. | 
Lercuer] an opportunity tointroduce the resolu- | 
tion which he has read to the House, and thatwe | 
may take action upon it before we dispose of this | 


bill, that the committee rise and report favorably || 


to postponing any action upon this bill to some | 
future day. 

Mr. CUTTING. Will the gentleman from | 
Tennessee withdraw that motion for a few mo- | 
ments, to enable me to make a few remarks in | 


reference to an observation which reached m 
very imperfectly, from the gentleman from 
igan, [Mr, Stevens,} but which he repeated in a 
way that makes it a matter personal to myself 
that I should say a word in reference to it? I hope 
the gentieman will withdraw the motion. 

Mr. LETCHER. I hope the gentleman will 
withdraw his motion. 

Mr. WALSH. Sodol. 

Mr. ZOLLICOFFER. 
motion. 
additional remark to make. I have no means of de- 
termining whether these insinuations are founded 
in fact or not. I have no reason to believe they 
are. Bat if the impression exists upon the mind 


I will withdraw the 


of a single member of this body that approaches | 
have been made to members, with a view to | 
tamper with the honesty and integrity of the || 
House, 1 think it is due to us that we should make | 


an investigation imto the facts. 
motion to rise, : 

Mr. LETCHER obtained the floor: 

Mr. CUTTING. | [ ask the gentleman to yield 
ta me for a moment. I rise to make an explanation 
somewhat personal to myself, | rarely trouble 
the House or the committee with remarks upon 

ding measures. I find thatl have much more to 


rn than it is possible for me to teach to others; | 


and | would not have deviated, in the present in- 
stance, from the course which I have generally 
ued, if it had not been for a remark that 
ropped. fram the gentleman from ‘Michigan, to 
which I desire to call the attention of the com- 
mittee; because, in the estimation of some gentle- 
men, it ee perhaps, be supposed to furnish 
the key to the motive that will influence my vote. 
The gentleman from Michigan remarked that 
he expected to be opposed in reference to this bill, 
by members of this House, who have been em- 
ployed as counsel in the controversies relating to 
the Colt patent. Some years ago there was a' 
controversy of this description, when Mr. Colt | 


_ "HE CO 


Otherwise I shall | 


But now the | 


ear, | 


ich- | 


I want to discuss this bill. | 
| sioner in all such applications. 


| he was bound to ascertain whether the extension 
But before I sit down | havea single | 


i withdraw the || 


| en eee neeat | 
filed his bill, or commenced his action—lI do not | 

recollect which—against manufacturers in New | 
| York, Messrs..Young & Leavitt, for an alleged 


infringement of his patent. On that occasion, I 
was employed as one of the counsel for the de- 
fendants. I participated very little either in the 
argument or the. trial, but nevertheless I stand 
here answering precisely to the description of that 
class of gentlemen who we are told will be op- 
posed to this claim from such an influence. 
employed as counsel in that case, and I do not 
know that there is another gentleman im this 


House who has occupied the position of counsel | 


in any of the controversies in connection with 
this patent. 

Sir, to those of this committee who know me, 
it would be unnecessary for me to say anything 


upon this subject; but to a great many who do | 
not know me, I will say that I have been re- | 


quested—I might say solicited—by these clients, 


to withdraw all opposition to this extension. They | 
represented to me that, for reasons which they do | 


not explain to me, but left open for me to conjec- 
ture, they preferred that the bill should be passed. 


I told them that I should vote upon this measure, | 
as upon all others, upon the information which I | 
should receive in this House; and that if the rea- | 
sons for the passage of this bill commended them- | 


selves to my judgment, | should vote for it; and, 
on the other hand, quite as freely vote against it, 
notwithstanding the request of those gentlemen, 
who had been my clients, that | would withdraw 
all opposition to it. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it is my intension to vote 
against this extension. I beg to state to the com- 


direct my own judgmentand my own courseupon 
this matter. As I understand,the patent laws 
were passed granting to the inventor of a merito- 
rious matter the exclusive right fora period of 


fourteen years to the enjoyment of the fruits of | 


his ingenuity. It was considered on the one hand, 


that the reward which he would reap during that | 
period of fourteen years would be a consideration | 


for yielding up to the community at large for gen- 
_eral enjoyment at the expiration of the fourteen 
years, that which he had invented. It was found, 
however, that men of small means very frequently 
| could not get their inventions into active notice 
until the period of fourteen years had nearly ex- 


them, as the Government intended, it sometimes 
always of disppointment and regret. 


Congress that the Commissioner of Patents should 


have the right to extend the patent at any period | 
| before the expiration of the fourteen 


ears, fora 
further term of seven years. It fixed these two 
characteristics, which were to govern the Commis- 
In the first place, 


of the patent would be compatible with the public 
weal; and secondly, he was to ascertain whether 
or not the inventor had, during the fourteen years, 
made, and if so, how much from the fruits of this 
grant. 

In order to guide the Commissioner of Patents, 
if | remember correctly, the act of 1836 required, 
as a condition precedent, that the inventor should 
file a statement, under oath, giving the details of 
expenditures and receipts, for the purpose of as- 
certaining hew the balance stood. Now, I ask the 


| chairman of the Committee on Patents, whether 


| that prerequisite has been complied with in this 
| case? cause, though Congress may dispense 
| with it, yet that which was deemed a vital and 

material part of the rule, which was to govern the 





_ Commissioner, should always be the guide of this 
committee. They say that they have ascertained 
that he has made certain profits, and has invested 

| them in buildings. 1 call on the members of the 

_ Committee on Patents to give us the information 

_ which I now ask. Has Mr. Colt ever filed a state- 

| ment under his oath, of the amount he has ex- 

| pended, and the amount he has received? If so, 
| L desire its production, that we may at once have 
| that first preliminary piece of evidence. If Lam 

/to have it, I should like to have it now, that I 
may make some remarks on it. If the chair 
man of the Committee on Patents [Mr. Tuurs- 

| ron] is absent, at this time, from the Hall, let 
some other gentleman of that committee tell us 

| whether the document which the law requires 
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l was | 


| articles in England? 


| turers for all time to come: 
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as preliminary, has any existence, and if 
where it is? While waiting for an answer, | 
shall proceed to a few more reasons which shall 
govern me, and they are these: The Committee 
say that this patent ought to be extended a second 
time™ because the good of the United States yjjj 
thereby be promoted. The committee will bear 
in mind that the patent hasstill three years to ryp 
and that they want to splice on at the end of the 
three years this additional term of seven years 
so as to make it ten years from February last, 
And then they say that the good of this country. 
for which we are legislating, requires that to ty 
done; and how is that made out? Why, if we 


_ do not give him the exclusive right to manufacture 
_ these weapons in the United States, there will be 


rival establishments started here that will compete 
with him and make inferior articles, and tha 
thereby the community will be injured. 

Let me grant, for the purpose of the argument 
that to extend the exclusive right to Mr. Colt for 
seven years more will prohibit every man in this 
country from engaging in the manufacture of these 
articles. ask if these patent laws extend to Ger. 
many, England, Scotland and Ireland, and all the 
rest of the civilized world? This Congress, then 
would fetter the people of the United States for a 
further time of seven years, rendering them the 
only people upon the face of the civilized globe 


| that cannot engage in this branch of manufacture, 


and leaving it to the whole of Europe, and every 


part of the world, to engage in the undertaking, 
|| Cannot they make spurious articles? Are the 
‘|| German manufactures of scythes, knives, and 


| forks comparable to the productions of England 
mittee briefly the reasons which are sufficient to | 


and this country? Can they not make spurious 
2 What do they want of 
patent laws, if they cannot make spurious articles ? 
Would not this country be flooded with cheap 
and inferior arms from abroad, even though you 
were to extend this patent? The only effect 
would be to give full latitude and liberty to all the 
world, except the citizens of the country you rep- 
resent, to engage in this branch of manufactures; 
and that, they say, isto advance the public interests 


of the United States. Why, carry it out a litle 
further, and prohibit the people of the United 


States from manufacturing any articles useful to 
the community, and leave the rest of the world at 


| liberty to doas they choose, and I ask you what 
pired, and instead of being a source of profit to | 


the productive interest of the country would be in 


| a little while under such legislation as that? 
and frequently was the source of loss, and almost || 
In order to | 
avoid those evils to inventors, it was agreed by | 


Again, are we at this period of the world to say 
that competition in the manufacture of fire-arms 


| will not tend, like competition in the manufacture 
of everything else, to bring out the best article 
that the wit, ingenuity, and capital of man can 


possibly devise. Again, it is said that we must, 
at the end of three years, extend the patent for 


| seven years more, for the purpose of enabling 
| Mr. Colt todo—what? Why, to make so much 
| money during that interval, and perfect his build- 
| ing, tools, and instruments, as to defy competition. 


in other words, you are to give to him substan 
tially the power to put down any rival manufac- 
If the manufacture 
| of spurious articles is to be avoided by the exten- 
sion of this "patent, as gentlemen contend, the 
argument which would allow Colt to continue his 
| patent for seven years, would also allow him 
| continue it perpetually. 
| In regard to this matter of profit, I wish to 
_ know where is the evidence as to the amount of 
| money that has been made by Mr. Colt. 1 ob- 
"serve upon my table a letter from the chairman of 
| the Committee on Patents tothe Commissioner of 
Patents, dated in January last, in which he com- 
plains that those who deal largely, I suppose, in 
gossip, and who have little else to do than to amust 
themselves with tittle-tattle about applicants t 
Congress, and members, and everything else that 
does not exactly concern themselves, credited ot 
believed the rumor that Mr. Colt had made mil- 
lions of dollars by the manufacture of his arms. 
The Committee on Patents deny the truth of the 
rumor; but in their denial they seem to make 
concession that at least advances a very little way 
in ascertaining how much has been made. The 
chairman of the Committee on Patents uses the 


following language: 


“Since the committee 


ed to Co my attes- 
tion has been called to a | 


ision made by you, on the 
the extension of anothet 
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ist summer, in whieh you state, in substance, that Mr. || the value of all these establishments? | ask, for 
Colt bad realized a million of dollars out of his invention ; 


od that this fact had been proved by witnesses in the | ora tw ater ae 7 9 aes 

smreence of Mr. Colt’s counsel, who virtually conceded the || lion of Selene? aioaameain an Lr deeeuendie 
nt.”? | 7 : 

nt do not know who has seen that decision. I | those establishments? Only let me alone, says 
ever did. The letter goes on: he; only let me go on for ten years more without 

n . ws . . 

«As this statement differs entirely from what Colonel Taived Gaunt = a _ Re ere the men 
Ce iatemtsameragpere™ -  *  ” || essbeutindewa ell competitions pod tie publte 
more than bw ’ , p y ; ’ 

Now, @ million of dollars was said to be the who are interested in these things, must have my 
money that he had realized out of the invention; | —— or have — at a aoe : 

d when it is stated, on authority, that that sum _I was once counsel against Mr. Colt. Have 
rept as much as he actually made, it seems to | Given you some good reasons which should justify 
be conceded that, in point of fact, he made $500,000 tae in re 4 a against ~~ — 

rot. When it was very properly observed by | !t has been said that this large amount of loss 
Spheres eh Sieseeey faa arene | ee oe cach rccmenee temas 
Re, porn oe satleetan: ted “Michigan” (Mr | truth? Did Colt’s counsel do anything new than 
Oe ea ae ale the' Gn it by and hear the evidence? Everybod 
Srevens,] this patent is sme aT the one ne a te os ! ow the evi meee verybody 
which Congress is now as to extend, and may nows . = arenes ae —— 
be considered part and paren! oft. Ad soi ifhe || amines whet he mae his cane moreeivy op doing, 

entleman from Michigan is right, Mr. Colt has ' ut in his evi- 
serene profit of half a million of dollars on the | dence, and then he assails it. There is not, then, 
vatent which we are now to extend. a denial of the truth of the witnesses’ statements 

But, independently of that, the committee say | anywhere, by anybody. Gifford does not deny 
that the moneys which he has earned have been || it. Therefore, 1 say I shall cast my vote against 
invested in manufactories, and in, the means of | the bill; because, if, since 1850, he has made suffi- 
carrying out this great enterprise to perfection. cient to build up and finish these two magnificent 
Now, | ask, what are these manufactories worth? | establishments, he ought to be satisfied with the 
There is os and 1 oe extensive waa in ee vee he an oe a - 
Hartford onnecticut; and can amy gentleman | ree years 0 e unexpir erm 0 is patent, 
say hoe eouels money has been invested there? and I, for one, will not lend my aid to fetter and 
There is another of them in London; and can || cramp the American people, by extending the pat- 
anybody tel! me how much money has been ex- | ent seven years longer, when all’ the rest of the 
vended on it? Yet that grand establishment in world are at liberty to manufacture the arms as 
Frartford, and its splendid competitor in London, much as they please. When they tell me that he 
together with the machinery, — and Hee - = ee —— —— Se 
ments necessary to carry on the manufacture, || ask for a statement o e profits under oath. 
have all been realized and earned within the last | And, in the next place, I take their concession that 
two years of the existence of this patent. Now, || he made half a million out of his first patent; and 
what is the value of these manufactories? How from what has been said this morning, it appears 
much are the buildings, lands, and machinery in | that he has made enough since to build up here 
Hartford and London worth? For whatever and in London these two establishments, which 
may be the aggregate value of them, that value | are to manufacture for the world. ; 
has been amassed since a very few years; and Mr. LETCHER. I shall not detain the com- 
the question is, how long since? 

Mr. HUGHES. Will my colleague yield to 


gard to this bill; and, in the first place, I take oc- 
me for a moment? 


casion to remark that nobody representing Mr. 
Mr.CUTTING. Certainly. Colt, and nobody on the other side, has had any- 

Mr. LETCHER. Oh, that seems to me to be thing to say to me in regard to this matter. I 
going rather too far, [laughter,] when I yield the || have made up my opinion without a word from 
floor for a personal explanation, that it should be || the friends or enemies of this bill, in regard to 
given up to a third hand. || its merits or demerits. I am opposed to this ap- 

Mr. HUGHES. I merely wanted to make an | 
inquiry. | a Congress has become the curse of our times. 

Mr. CUTTING. I have not the smallest ob- || There are existing lawsin regard to patents which 
jection to yield for the purpose. if any other || prescribe, that when a party or parties desire an 
member has, of course | must go on with my || extension and renewal of a patent they shall ap- 
remarks. | ply, at the Patent Office, to the Commissioner of 

Now, Mr. Chairman, when the chairman of the |, Patents; that he or they shall lay before the Com- 
committeeyin what he read this morning, conceded || missioner certain evidence in regard to it, showing 
that the results, the profits of this manufacture, | the profits which have been made out of it; and 
have been sufficient to build up these two stupend- | if such a case shall have been made out as 
ous establishments, the question arises, how long | demonstrates to the Commissioner that he or they 
did it require to make these profits? How long | have not received a full and fair compensation for 


has it been since Mr. Colt commenced to derive || their invention, he shall be allowed to extend to | 


such profits from his business? As | understood || them the benefits of the patent for seven years 
him this morning, the,statement was, that in 1850 | longer. Now, sir, Mr. Colt went to the Patent 
this patent belonged to the effects of a broken and || Office, not a longtime ago—for what? Was it for 
insolvent company, established in Paterson of the extension of the patent which this bill proposes 
which the capital was $230,000, and in which Mr. | toextend? That was extended some three or four 
Colt owned stock. he chairman of the com- || years ago. 
mittee did not say that Mr. Colt paid the money || he went to obtain an extension of a patent for a 
for it, but that he owned stock to the amount of | ‘‘rammer,’’ which he had attached to the pistol 
$50,000. Was this $50,000 worth of stock sul- || asa part of hisinvention. That was denied him. 
scribed for by him, or was it the price paid for the || At the time he went there he made no statement 
patent by the company to which Mr. Colt’ as- || of the profite which he had derived from the inven- 
signed and transferred it? | tion. Helaid beforethe Commissioner nota particle 

A little light on this subject would let us into the | of evidence. There is nostatement, derived either 
understanding of the wholeof this matter. When || from his affidavit or that of any one else, showing 





the creditors of that company placed its effects | what profits he has realized from his criginal in- | 


in the hands of receivers, this patent was 


r ut up || vention, or from the time the patent was extended, | 
and sold at public auction, and Mr. Colt bought || in February, 1850. Why was this? Why dide | 


notcomply with the requisitions of this law, which | 


it in, and’ bought it at the cost of one dollar; 
and having bought it for one deilar, he has pro- 
ceeded, and since that time—for he was a money- 
less man, and without aid—he has gone forward 
and started his establishment in Hartford, and 
built up a large concern there; has crossed the 
seas, established himself in London, and, as I 
understand, is now supplying the British 

with pistols of his manufacture, in London; and 
all that has been accomplished since 1850. How 








must be complied with in all other applications? 


whether he knows what Mr. Colt has made out 
of this invention. 
Mr. STEVENS. 
Mr. Colt has made. 
that I do not know. s 
Mr. LETCHER. Then I ask the gentleman 
from Michigan whether, as a member of the com- 
mittee to which this matter was entrusted, he 


I donot know how much 
I answer, in all frankness, 





THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Was ita mil- | 


|| mittee very long with what | have to say in re- | 


lication upon the principle that special legislation | 


But when he went there the last time, || 


I call upon the gentleman from Michigan to say | 
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ey 
| called upon Mr. Colt to furnish him with evidence 

| showing how much had been made out of his in- 

vention? Did he call upon him to know whether 

he had been sufficiently compensated ? 

Mr. STEVENS. | have now in my possession 
evidence in the shape of sworn affidavits upowthis 

int. 
Mr. LETCHER. Then hy did not the gen- 
tleman have those affidavits printed,and give them 
to the House. The committee have presented us 
with no evidence of the sort in their report, but 
| here, at the last moment, we are told that an indi- 
vidual has affidavits in his pocket, and upon these 
pocket affidavits we are asked to pass upen this 
measure. 
Mr. STEVENS. Will the gentleman allow me 
a word? 
Mr. LETCHER. Certainly I will. 
Mr. STEVENS. I stated in my remarks that 
I had these affidavits in my possession, but that I 
was anxious to take up as little of the time of the 
House as possible, and, therefore, I did not have 
them read. Idid, however, state their substance. 
But the gentleman now, not very fairly, as it seems 
to me, comes forward and charges me with not 
having them printed and presented to the House. 
Mr. LETCHER. What is the date of those 
affidavits ? 
Mr. STEVENS. Here they are, and thegen- 
tleman can examine them for himself, 
Mr. LETCHER, The first thing that strikes 
the committee, in connection with this matter, is 
the total want of evidence to justify the extension 
of this patent.” The report made by the committee 
upon it contains nothing but what is to be found 
in the petition of Mr. Colt asking for the exten- 
sion of his patent. And there is another signifi- 
cant fact connected with this application and re- 
port. You will find that the petition was first 
| presented to the House by the chairman of the 
Poaas Committee, on the 19th day of December, 
1853, and on the 21st day of December, 1853, this 
bill is reported. This is a very significant fact 
connected with the case. 
Mr. CHAMBERLAIN, (interrupting.) I de- 
sire to ask the gentleman from Virginia one ques- 
tion. I want to know whether this committee 
are to understand the time oceupied by the gentle- 
man from Michigan, isto come out of his time? 
Mr. LETCHER. Certainly, so | understand it. 
And if it will be any relief to the gentleman to 
know it, | will inform him that I do not intend to 
claim any more time. (Laughter } 
Mr.CHAMBERLAIN. I am happyto know 
that no more of the time of the committee is to be 
consumed under the privilege of the gentleman 
from Virginia. 
Mr. LETCHER. These affidavits bear date 
January 18, 1854. These affidavits furnish all 
| the evidence which the friends of Mr. Colt rely 

upon to secure the extension of his patent, and 
those affidavits were taken without notice to his 
opponents. The testimony taken, and laid before 
the Commissioner of Patents by Colt’s opponents 
in reference to this case, is testimony which it 
was perfectly fair to present—testimony which, 
according to the information given by the gentle- 
man from Michigan to this committee, was in all 
respects fairly taken; for he admits that notice 
was given Mr. Colt of the time and place at which 
it was to be taken. 

Then if Mr. Colt had due notice, the opponents 
| of the extension of his patent have shown a dis- 
| position to deal fairly and honestly with him. 
| They have not been willing to take any unfair 

advantage of him. They have not been willing to 
|| take their testimony, which was to be laid before 
| the Commissioner of the Patent Office in regard 
| to this éxtension, without giving Mr. Colt the 
| amplest opportunity of showing that the testimony 
| did not warrant the conclusion that these ‘parties 

sought to establish, 

But, sii, the gentleman tells the House that 
although Mr. Coit had this notice, although it was 
important for him to show that the conclusion 
was unfounded, yet he declined to examine the 
witnesses after the notice was given. 
| Mr. STEVENS. The counsel of Mr. Colt 
| was engaged in other business, and elsewhere, and 

could not a r, and therefore the matter had to 
| go by default. j 
| Mr. LETCHER. I imagine if a gentleman has 
|| counsel, and that counsel undertakes to act for him, 
‘| the principal is bound by the act of his attorney. 
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Now, here was this gentleman who had the notice. 


According to the letter which was read here, it | 


seems that on that day the lawyer of Mr. Colt 
was not present. Was it not a matter of sufficient 
importance to secure his presence? If Colt had 
noterealized immense profit, do you suppose that 
his counsel would have been out of town at the 
time the opportunity was afforded him by his ene- 
mies to show that fact to the satisfaction of the 
Commissioner of Patents, and thereby to make 


up such a cage as would warrant the extension of | 


rect Seng? But so it was. He was gone. 

Now, Ll ask the gentlemen whether the affida- 
vits taken, and on which he has so strongly re- 
lied, are not ex parte evidence; and whether they 
were taken with the same formalities and the 


| in this case comes here and asks an extension of 


same fairness which characterized the testimony | 


taken by the opponents of Mr. Colt? 
Mr. STEVENS. 
affidavits were taken. 
hands. 
are to go for just what they are worth. 
Mr. LETCHER. Then it is remarkable that 


1 do not know how those | 
They were put into my | 
On their face they are very fair, and they | 


while the gentleman characterizes the testimony | 


introduced before the Patent Office in notice to Mr. 
Colt as unfair, he has never undertaken to ascer- 
tain whether affidavits on which he relies have 
had the same formalities for fairness. Ought he 
pot to have ascertained it before he came here? 
Ought he not to have been enabled to show that 
Mr. Colt had practiced towarts these parties the 
fair, jast, and liberal rule which those parties prac- 
ticed towards him? But the gentleman tells you 
that he does not know whether notice was given. 
He does not know how that is. 

We have some evidence to show what amount 
is invested in the establishment in London, which 


has been erected for the manufacture of Colt’s | 


istols. Here is the petition of Mr. Colt, which 
bos been presented to the House, as I have alread 

said, on the 19th of December, 1853, in which it 
is stated that the property and machinery in Lon- 
don are worth $250,000. 


If there was such a | 


sum of money as $250,000 which could be trans- | 


ferred from the United States to London, for the 
purpose of establishing a manufactory in that 
city, is not the inference irresistible that there 


must have been an immense profit made here? | 


Does it not warrant the conclusion that Colt has 
been well remunerated for his invention, and that 
his patent ought not to be extended ? 

Mr. STEVENS. 1 ask if Mr. Colt did not 
siate in his petition how he came by the money 
invested in Caabon? 


Mr. LETCHER. He does not state that; but 


he states, when he got out of his partnership in | jaye nothing to do with such cases. 


New Jersey, that he was $30,000 worse than 
nothing; and then that he started off upon his 











closely to a million of doliars. Ifa party, by his | 
invention, has received a million of dollars, has he 
not been amply compensated for that invention, 
and has not the Government done its duty towards 
him when it has protected him so long in the en- | 
joyment of it? 
pire until February, 1857. How much money 
will he make between this time and February, | 
1857? Ata reasonable calculation he will make | 
at least $500,0b0, and the probability is that he 

will realize a much larger amount. Theclaimant 


his patent, after having failed to comply with the 
law of the Patent Office requiring him to show the 
profits he has made out of his improvement. And 
now, when he comes to this House, after the re- | 


jection of his petition by the Commissioner of || 
|| Patents, he again conceals the amount of profits | 
I ask the House if, under || 


which he has made. 
such circumstances, they are willing toextend the 
patent for this improvement seven years longer? 
He will have had the use of it twenty-one years 
in February, 1857. 

Every session we find persons coming here and 
seeking for patent extensions which have been 
refused by the Commissioner. Now, I take it 
that this House is one of the worst bodies in the 
world to be set up as an appellate tribunal from 
the decisions of the Patent Office. The law wisely | 
leaves the matter to the Commissioner of Patents, 
who examines and decides upon al! applications, 
with the evidence before him. But, under the 
practice which has been growing up of late years, 
this House is to be called upon to review the de- 
cisions of the Commissioner, and to annul these 
decisions, and extend patents to all who have 
been denied extensions at the Patent Office. Not 
only is Congress interfering with the duties of 
the Commissioner in extending patents for seven 
years, as provided for in the law of the Patent 
Office, but weare actually,in somecases, extending 
them to terms as longas fourteen years. Not only 
are we doing that, but we are giving the parties 
such latitude as not to require them to be limited 
by their specifications or models, Such a bill was | 
passed at the Jast session of Congress, extending 
a patent, and which allowed the owner to claim 
anything he chose, whether in or outside of his 
specifications and model. 

This kind of legislation, Mr. Chairman, is 
likely to lead to abuses the most serious. It is 





' likely to lead to abuses to prejudice the interests 


of other persons, to an utter disregard of their || 


rights. And this is uniformly the case whenever 


|| special legislation is resorted to for the purpose of 


Mr. STEVENS. Does he not state in that | 


petition that he has been aided by friends? I do 
not know that he has, but I ask the question of 
the gentleman from Virginia. 


Mr. LETCHER. I think he does not. He 


says that the expense of this undertaking has been | 


already $250,000; that the cost is increasing every chance to produce his testimony, and to allow the 


day, and that no profit has yet arisen, and it is 
doubtful whether it will be profitable for some 
years to come. 
1842, and leaving there the same year with a debt 
weighing upon him of $30,000, he goes to Hart- 
ford, and puts up extensive improvements there, 
and, according to the newspapers, he is extending 
these improvements at a very heavy cost at this 
very moment. According to the petition pre- 
sented to this House by him, he has $250,000 in- 


vested in England; and according to one of these | 


affidavits, he bas. $450,000 invested in the United 
States. It was but yesterday morning ksaw the 
statement that he was putting up a most extensive 
establishment, in connection with his other im- 
provements at Hartford, that would cost from 
aie. ne to $150,000. From the best evidence 

could be obtained at the time the Commis- 
“sioner made his decision, Mr. Colt had realized 
nearly $1,000,000 from his invention. 

Had not theCommissioner sufficient evidence to 
warrant him in coming to the conclusion he.did in 
this case? Take the testimony on file before us, 
take the statement meee the affidavit, a which 
the gentleman from Michigan so strongly relies, 
anh be she Mintemnente in Colt’s petition, and the 
sums which may be set down as profit amount 
im the aggregate to a sum approximating very 





Mr. Colt went to New Jersey in | 








accomplishing private ends. Congress ought to 
The only 
case in which Congress ought ever to interfere in 
patent extensions is where a party has applied to 
the Patent Office for an extension, and where the 
testimony produced by him is ruled out by tech- 
nicality, or where, by some other means, he has 


| not had an opportunity to have his case heard on 


the merits. Then, in such case, it is right enough 
for this House to allow the patentee to have a 


Commissioner to judge fairly and candidly in re- 
lation to the matter, with all the facts before him. 
But, instead of acting only in such cases, here we 
are extending patents day after day; and we have 
now on the Calendar several bills of this sort. . It 
will lead to an utter abrogation of the Patent Of- 
fice, and of the duties of the Commissioner, if the 
House determine thus to go on and permit the 


_abuses which must necessarily grow out of such 


legislation. 

One word in relation to another matter. There 
is another thing very remarkable in this bill. The 
gentleman from Michigan (Mr, Stevens] tells 
the House that the bill provides that the Govern- 
ment shall have the benefit of this invention, and 
have the right to manufacture these arms.. And 
yet, strange to say,in the very next breath the 
gentleman undertakes to demonstrate that the 
machinery and fixtures cost such a large amount 
of money that it would be far better for the Gov- 
ernment to buy pistols from Mr. Colt, than to 
undertake to establish machinery to manufacture 
them. If this is so, what does the Government 
make by this provision? It is a mere provision 
in the bill which promises advantages to the Gov- 
ernment, but whichj,when it is particularly ex- 


amined, is found to give nothing of any sort of 
real, practical 


» permanent value. So far as advant- 





Besides, the patent does not ex- || 


1 





| of articles which are not equal in value to 


| to be no aan at all imposed in the 
|| of patents. 
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age to the Government is concerned, this 
vision in the bill had as well be stricken out 
But another thing is insisted onas an argum 
why this patent should be extended. It is Stened 
that if the extension is not granted, spurious im 
tation articles will be made, and that Mr. Col 





should have the benefit of this advantage of moe 


eXtension, in order to put down the Manufactyre 


his own 
This argument warrants the conclusion, nay it 
’ 


leads directly to the conclusion, and none other 
that this House must aid and assist to build yp, 
monopoly sufficiently strong, sufficiently powerfy| 
to choke down and prostrate all competition in 


'| this business, in order that Mr. Colt May tea 


immense profits, and pocket his hundreds anq 
thousands of dollars. Does it mean anything elge) 
Can it mean anything else ? , 

But again: if Colt has had the benefits of 9 lay 


| confirmed by the wisdom of this country, which 


grants him a patent for fourteen years, and the 
benefits of an extension for seven years longer 
has he not received all that the Government hgs 


| guaranteed to him as the reward of his invention) 


But upon the principle which was laid down | 

the gentleman from Ohio, (Mr. Buiss,] there ough 
: granting 
Te tells you that in this country, 
when a man of ingenuity, industry and energy 
achieves agreat triumph in science or art, he ought 
to be allowed to have the benefit of the products of 
his own intellect, and that he ought to reap the re. 
wards of it indefinitely, The framers of our laws 
did not think that the benefits should be extended 
for an unlimited period-in that way. They though 
that there was a time when a party would have 
received an ample remuneration, and they fixed 
that time at fourteen years. But they provided, 
also, that there sometimes might be a renewal of 
it, if, upon the facts furnished by the party him- 
self, it should be ascertained, that, for some reason 
or other, he had failed to realize a fair compensa- 


tion. Then, sir, it seems to me that in refusing 


to extend this patent, we are doing nothing of 
which Colt can justly complain; and if we grant 
the extension, we are breaking down all competi- 
tion for the benefit of one single individual. 

But gentlemen tell-us, in this connection, that 
whether Mr. Colt is wealthy or poor, it is a mat- 
ter of no sort of consequence in the decision of this 
question. If it is a matter of no sort of interest, 
will gentlemen undertake to explain why it is 
that he is required to exhibit a statement of profits 
upon making his application for an extension at 
the Patent Office? and why he is required to show 
what his profits have been from the invention which 
he desires to have extended? But, according 
the doctrine here contended for, if he choose not 
to show that evidence there, and if he choose not 
to show it here, weare to be told that it isa mat- 
ter of no moment whether he is worth muchor 
litle. If he has made nothing, he is able to show 
that fact, and would be willing and anxious to do 
so. If he has not received anything from the 
New Jersey Company, he can show it. He can 
demonstrate that fact to the House, and makeout 
at least a plausible case for asking this House 
extend the patent for seven years longer. 
nothing, absolutely nothing of this kind, is done. 

W hen this committee shall rise, 1 hope it will 
in accordance with the suggestion of my friend 
from Tennessee over the way ,{Mr. Zonuicorres,| 
postpone the decision of this question until some 
future time. But whether they do or not, | shell 
ask the permission of the House to introduce the 
resolution of which: have given notice, in order 
that it may be considered and adopted. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. [t has been 
my intention to vote for the bill now under con 
sideration, but, after what has occurred this mort 
ing, 1 cannot do so without giving the grounds 
upon which my opinion and intentions are based. 
I do not know that I have heard precisely the sam¢ 
grounds. presented. by any gentleman, nor do ! 
remember to have seen it. in any report 
that I have read, either in that which emanated 
oom the Semnensn the House oon ——— 

base my judgment upon the policy of, 
design to be effected by, the laws in regard t 
and upon the constitutions! 
in the 


i tent-rights 
ease which they are founded. 
product of the intellect of man, whether 
-— aa books or useful inventions, were 


so high and meritorious a character a8 ' 





